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Mosr of the articles contained in this book have 
already appeared in various and diftinét publications ; 
and were, foon after the clofe of the procefs, to which 
they all bear a relation, compiled into one volume, and 
publifhed by Mr. Woodfall. 

The impeachment of Mr. Hattings had, from a variety 
of well-known caufes, excited at firft a curiofity and inte- 
reft in the minds of the public to an uncommon degree: 
but as year after year dragged on the lengthened pro- 
ceedings, without opening any apparent profpe& of 
their termination, this very circumftance, which had a 
principal fhare in producing the firft impreffion, and 
which might have been expeéted to augment it in pro- 
portion as the caufe was greater, deprived it of much 
of its effeé&. ‘The wonder ceafed at what had been 


b long, 


( u ) 
long, and without variation, in ufe; and at length 
faded into indifference, to all but the laft refult, which 
had ftill the power of novelty to attraé& it. 

By him, who was the immediate fubje& of this 
great {peétacle, thefe changes wrought by it in the minds 
of his countrymen were contemplated with much re- 
gret and folicitude. Bound to the ftake during a period 
of nine long years, and affailed, as he had been, by 
all the powers of the nation let loofe at once upon 
him, all his hopes of future retribution grew naturally 
out of the fenfations of that part of his fubftance (if the 
expreffion may be allowed) which had fuffered moft from 
the attacks of his accufers, and to which they were 
wholly dire&ted; his prefent fame, and the eftimation 
of his chara&er in the judgment of futurity. Had he 
been permitted to mix in that quiet retirement, which 
his time of life demanded, with the general mafs of 
fociety, the utmoft extenfion of exiftence which he 
could have expe&ed beyond the duration of his bo- 
dily frame, was what a page of hiftory might beftow 
upon him, for having, in a troubled adminiftration of 
thirteen years, yielded fome acceffion of wealth and 
refpe& to the general ftock of his country. But 
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when every meafure of his government was arraigned 
as criminal in the name of that country, and crimes 
uncharged were preffed into the caufe again{ft him ; 
and when the two great parties which divided this 
kingdom, difagreeing in all things befides, agreed in 
his condemnation, he faw himfelf placed as it were on 
a {caffold of fuch elevation, as to become a con{picuous 
obje&t, not to one alone, but to remote ages, and dif- 
tant nations; and his name doomed to be recorded in 
large and lafting remembrance, in the charaéters of 
praife or infamy, according as the final iffue of the 
trial, if he lived to reach it, fhould ftamp it with either. 
Unequal as the conteft feemed, he knew his own inno- 
cence, and thus confcious looked forward with confi- 
dence to that iffue ; fearful only left the courfe of nature, 
in which there were many chances againft him, might 
intercept it; and while unconcerned for any incidental 
confequences of the trial, hopeful only that his reputa- 
tion might ultimately rife, and its duration increafe, in 
proportion to the attempts which had been made to 
deprefs and deftroy it. 

If in entertaining this expe@ation he was mifled by 
a falfe eftimate of his own importance, many circum- 
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{tances confpired to create, and to juftify the delufion : 
the enthufiaftic anxiety of his numerous friends; the 
refpe& which, even in the moft unfavourable times of 
his profecution, he experienced from ftrangers amongtft 
whom he occafionally mixed, but to whom he always 
fought to be unknown ; the marked intereft of his legal 
advocates in his caufe, greatly exceeding the impulfe of 
mere profeffional zeal, and adding a redoubled force to 
their accuftomed eloquence, though all ftrangers to 
him before they were engaged in his defence; the ani- 
mated replies which were made by many of the witneffes, 
both thofe who were called to the profecution and to the 
defence, to queftions put to them refpeéting his general 
character; and the loaded teftimonials of the native inha- 
bitants of the provinces which he was charged with having 
opprefled, plundered and defolated, not only difavowing 
the complaints made on their behalf, but profeffing the 
contrary fentiments of applaufe and thankfulnefs. To 
thefe may be added, though of prior event, the ad- 
drefles of the Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta, and of 
the officers of the army ; the firtt delivered to him on 
the day of his departure trom them; the Satter fent 
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after him to England: which were fuch teftimonies of 
general approbation, as had never beer beftowed on any 
of his predecefiors in the office which he had held, 
though many were moft deferving of them. His own 
heart told him, that his intentions had been good ; and 
fuccefs had invariably attended them. If from fo many 
concurrent reafons he had arrogated to himfelf fome 
pretenfions to celebrity, 1t was not either unnatural, or 
unreafgnable, to expect a much larger portion of it, in 
the event of his acquittal from fo fevere and complicated 
a charge, preferred by fo great and refpeGable a body, 
and tried by fo auguft a tribunal, with a world (as might 
be faid) for its affeflors. Had that tribunal pronounced 
his condemnation, inftead of his acquittal, his name 
would have been founded with infamy to every nation 
in Europe, and recorded with that dreadful adjun& to 
the lateft poflerity: he muft have abandoned his own 
country, or remained in it an outca{t from fociety ; 
nor found in any other a peaceful refting place for the 
foles of his feet, except that only, if there he might 
have been permitted to end the fhort term of his re- 
maining days, which was the fcene of his alledged 
iniquities, and which had already pronounced a very 


different 
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different judgment upon them. Surely then the 
converfe ought to be his lot, fince he has paffed through 
fuch an ordeal, and ftood the teft of it. Not fo: the 
event of his trial feemed at the fame inftant to have 
clofed the public attention upon it, though for a fhort 
interval revived by the generous efforts of his ever in- 
dulgent mafters, the Eaft India Company, to alleviate 
his pecuniary loffes, and by an aé of extraordinary 
bounty to ftamp their approbation on his paft fervices. 
The merits of his trial are now known but to a few, and 
by a very {mall portion of thofe diftin@ly remembered. 
To the reft of the world, if it recurs at all, the length 
of its duration, and its legal iffue, are probably all that 
remain of it. Thus far the plea of Davus, and his 
mafter’s fhort and decifive reply, may be aptly applied 
to the cafe of Mr. Haftings in his appeal to the juftice 


of his country : 


‘*€ Non hominem occidi.-Non pafces in cruce corvos.” 


Well will it be for him, if no worfe deftiny awaits him. 
The virtues of candor and benevolence are gentle and 
unobtrufive, and although the portion of the far greater 
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part of mankind, rarely operate to the benefit of thofe 
who are the public obje€&ts of them. The feverity of 
cenfure is an aétive principle, and when under the 
guidance of malice or prejudice, though but the breath 
of an individual give it utterance, it will fometimes 
overpower, or at leaft outlait, the {till voice of ap- 
plauding thoufands. Something like this he has already 
experienced ; and to guard againit the future effe&s of 
fuch a caufe, it was natural for him to with to place, 
either in the hands of the public, or in fuch other as 
would enfure it a conveyance to pofterity, fome me- 
morial, which might ferve at the fame time for a pro- 
tection to his future fame, and a juftification of his ac- 
quittal: for exalted as that court is by which it was 
pronounced, its juitice may be, and has been arraigned. 
But how was this to be done ? Not by an appeal to the 
printed evidence of the trial: for who, even at this day, 
would impofe upon himfelf the labour of reading twelve 
volumes in folio of a fubje& already obfolete ? Not by 
an abridgment of them: for that would be liable to 
the imputation of partiality; and by whomfoever it were 
executed, either partiality or prejudice would of necef- 
fity prevail in the compofition of it. Any hiftory, or 
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narrative of the trial itfelf, or of the events which gave 
birth to it, would be equally fufpicious on the fame 
erounds, and might admit the conftruétion of the groffeft 
vanity and prefumption, and fo far as Mr. Haftings was 
concerned in it, of equal folly: for what could be faid 
upon fuch a fubje&, and for fuch a purpofe, which 
would not imply, that the writer of it thought his 
judgement of more weight than that folemnly given by 
the Peers of Great Britain, compofing the firit and moft 
awful tribunal upon earth ? 

The expedient which appeared to Mr. Haftings the 
leaft obnoxious to any of thefe conftru€tions was, to 
adopt fuch authentic publications as had already made 
their appearance for other purpofes, though dire&ly 
tending to the end propofed: and of fuch the following 
articles confift, with the addition of a few others of the 
fame kind, which have fince, and but very lately, been 
produced, namely : 

1ft. The debates of the Lords themfelves in their 
own Houfe on the evidence of the trial, affigning and 
difcuffing on both fides the arguments upon each queftion 
propofed for their verdi@, and ending with their verdi@ 
feverally and folemnly delivered. 

od. The 
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2d. The debates of the General Court of Proprietors 
of Eaft India ftock on the queftions propofed for the in- 
demnification of Mr. Hattings’s loffes fuftained in the 
courfe of the trial, and for granting him a bounty, 
as a reward for his fervices; their refolutions in con- 
fequence, and the profecution and termination of the 
fame fubje&s by the Court of Dire€ors in concert with 
his Majefty’s Minifters. 

3d. The addreffles of the Britifh inhabitants of the 
city of Calcutta, and of the officers of the army of the 
Bengal eftablifhment, delivered before the trial. 

4th. The teftimonials of the various ranks and tribes 
of the Indian inhabitants of the provinces of Bengal, its 
dependencies and conneétions, tranfmitted through the 
channel of that government to the Court of Dire&ors, 
while the trial was yet pending, and known to be fo to 
the fubfcribers. 

5th, and laft. The letters of congratulation which 
were written to Mr. Haftings by the Britifh inhabitants 
of Calcutta; by the officers of the different ftations of 
the army on the Bengal eftablifhment; and by the 
Britifh inhabitants of the Company’s fettlement at Fort 
Marlborough ; with his written acknowledgments of the 
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fame. Thefe laft are the only parts of the compilation, 
which are foreign from its profefled defign, though im- 
mediately connected with it; and are added only to 
record his refpe&, gratitude and attachment to his 
countrymen and fellow fervants, who had a claim to 
fuch returns from him, as due, both in fentiment to 
their intrinfic virtues, and in expreffion to their gene- 
rous and unqueflionable atteftations of his merits, in 
their opinion of them. 

An exception may be taken to the epithet ‘ au- 


‘¢ thentic,’ 


? 


which has been ufed to exprefs the cha- 
raéter of thefe documents, as not properly applicable 
to the firft on the lift, though it is fo to the reft: nor 
was it meant to be taken in its ftri€t fenfe, The fpeeches 
of the Lords are in their nature incapable of authenti- 
cation. Their fubftance was accurately taken down 
from day to day, and publifhed at the clofe of every 
week. ‘They were afterwards tranfcribed and printed 
ah #together in a book, and publifhed by Mr. Wood- 
fall. © Their fidelity was never called in queftion. 
Mr. Haftings has moft reafon to regret that they are not 
genuine copies of the letter, as well as of the {pirit, of 
what was fpoken. But though they are not of the beft 
3 poflible 
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pofiible authority, they are of the next bef, and, there- 
fore, fuch as, in the cafe of an evidence in law, would, 
on the fame ground, be deemed valid. 

To the other articles of this compilation there can be 
no objeGtion. For who are fo competent to fpeak of 
Mr. Haftings’s fervices as the mafters who employed 
him? Who to atteft his general charaéter, as they who 
were the inftruments of his public meafures, and on 
whom a portion of their infamy would have attached, if 
they had been devifed for the purpofes of corruption 
and oppreffion ; and the people who were the immediate 
fubje&s of his rule, and the configned objeéts of his juf- 
tice and prote@ion ? And with this fhort comment he 
difmiffes the whole to its deftined purpofe. 

For the portrait, which he has caufed to be engraved 
for the frontifpiece, if any apology is due, it is due only 
to the noble perfonage whom it reprefents. It was not 
intended as a tribute of gratitude, but as the pledge of 
a veneration furpaffing far all that he ever felt for any 
human being, and placed there with an ardent with, 
that if the means which he hath devifed to tran{mit 
thefe papers with his name to pofterity, (hall prove ef- 
fe&tive of that end, both may go accompanied with the 
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nobleft and moft appropriate decoration that he could 
beftow upon them. Let him not be underftood by this 
exception to difclaim all acknowledgment of obli- 
gation. Far from it. He owes to the noble Lord in 
queftion, and he has a pleafure in declaring it, greater 
obligations than to any man, living, or departed. Nor 
can it detra& from his conception of their extent, that 
nothing perfonal was intended by the pure mind which 
conferred them; or that they proceeded from a motive, 
which excluding every confideration of him, as extra- 
neous to it, produced the effe& of a benefaétion, and 
that of the higheft nature, but which would have, loft, if 
it had been indeed intended. He acknowledges an ob- 
ligation of a fimilar kind to every Peer who gave a ver- 
di& for his acquittal. Juftice is fo precious a thing, that 
he above all men ought to feel grateful for it, who moft 
ftood in need of it; and poor in thanks fhould he, be 
indeed, if he could coldly withhold his acknowledgment 
of it, till he had examined whether the fource from 
which it flowed had a fuperior claim to his refpe&, or 

to his affe€tions. | 
While he is difcharging his debts of gratitude, let 
not. thofe be forgotten which he owes to the Proprietors 
I of 
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of the Eaft India Company, and the Court of DireGors, 
for their munificence to him, and to Ins Majefty’s Minif- 
ters for their allowance of it. Although beftowed moft 
feafonably to relieve him from a ftate of prefent infol- 
vency, and the dread of want from which he had no 
other profpe& of efcaping, he accepted, and remembers 
it, only as an optional bounty; nor will he allow any 
part of it to pafs as an indemnification for the loffes 
which his fortune had fuftained by his impeachment. 
For this, he repeats, he had no claim on the Company. 
His claim was on his country; and it ftill exifts againft 
it. This diftin@ion is not made with a view to the af- 
fertion of any right which he might ground upon it, but 
to juftify his benefa&tors, by marking his fenfe of the 
nature and extent of the benefaGtion. He is not un- 
willing, however, to record it as a falutary memorial of 
the infufficiency of the jurifprudence of this kingdom to 
prote& innocence againft the punifhment which is due 
to guilt alone, to tried and eftablifhed guilt ; but in this 
and fimilar inftances, if fimilar have occurred, transferred 
by the power of accufation to tried and eftablifhed in- 
nocence. 

Endlefs 
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Endlefs would be the tafk to enumerate all the benefits 
which he has received, which were rendered neceflary 
by his impeachment, and were heaped upon him in con- 
fequence of it. To an ingenuous and independent {pirit 
fuch a burthen, under other circumftances, would be 
intolerable. To him it is the reverfe. He mutt bear it 
through life, nor canhe, nor ought he, to wifh ever to 
fhake off its weight. Every benefit fo conferred enno- 
bles the heart which prompted it, and does honor to its 
obje&t. Like the poets defcription of mercy, “ it 1s 
“ twice bleft: it bleffeth him that gives, and him that 
“ takes.’’ His public friends of this defcription have 
been many ; his perfonal not a few. Of the firft of thefe 
claffes are the native inhabitants of the Britifh dominions 
in India, who interpofed their confederated fuffrages in 
his behalf. In both, perhaps, he may include a great 
part of his countrymen,wio united theirs for a different, 
though equally beneficent purpofe. 

‘It 1s to thefe laft almoft exclufively, to the Britith 
inhabitants of Calcutta, to the officers of the army on 
the eftablifhment of Bengal, and to his fellow fervants 
of the fettlement of Fort Marlborough, that he devotes 
the books of this impreffion. He defires that they may 

be 
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be feverally prefented to every gentleman who has— 
already manifefted an intereft in the fubje@& of them, 
by the joint addreffes to which they have afhxed their 
names. He requefts their acceptance of them, wifhing 
them to be confidered rather as a charge, than as a gift. 
They have all made his their common caufe by their — 
efpoufal of it. He makes it his requeft, that they 
will retain thefe depofits themfelves while living, and 
tranfmit them as a perpetual truft to their children and 
defcendents. Some at leaft of the number thus diftri- 
buted will furvive the lapfe of that time to which fuch 
humble defert as his might afpire to be remembered, 
and ferve as the materials of refutation again{t both the 
mifreprefentations of contemporary hiftorians, and the 
revival of the documents of antiquated malevolence, of 
the love of paradox, in thofe of another age.. 

_, Chequered as his life has been, and unprofitable the 
laft long period of it both to himfelf and to fociety, yet 
in the review of the whole he fees fo much caufe to 
rejoice at the predominancy of the good which has been 
its allotted portion, that he is content, and thankful for 
it; and looks forward to the future with a firm and 
devout reliance on that Being, who has gracioufly and 
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fignally proteéted him through fo many viciffitudes of 
his life; who has lengthened his fenfe of its duration 
by a greater variety of incident than fuch as commonly 
falls to the lot of other men; who hath indeed vifited 
him with difficulties and calamities, but hath caufed 
them to pafs without a fting, and converted them into 
the means either of averting worfe evils, or of pro- 
ducing fome fubftantial good , who hath placed him 
in fituations to become, as he humbly deems he has 
been, an inftrument in his good providence for fome 
purpofes beneficial to his fellow-creatures; and who 
hath configned him in his laft ftlage of mortality to 
the peaceful pofleffion of focial cheerfulnefs and 
domeftic felicity ; with the final hope, that when the 
deftined hour of his corporeal extinétion arrives, he fhall 
not wholly die ; but ftill live in the hearts of many, and 
his name be tran{mitted with refpe& to generations yet 
unborn, through the prote@ing care of thofe, who 
ftood forth to do it honour, while its poffeffor was 
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PROCEEDINGS, &c. 


Tue firft Tuefday in the prefent feffion being appointed for 
taking further into confidcration the Impeachment of Warren 
Haftings, Efq. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved, on Tuefday the 6th of January, 
that the further confideration of the proceedings fhould be poft- 
poned to Tuefday the 13th. 


TUESDAY, Jan. 13, 1795- 
The LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord Loughborough ) obferved, 


that the indif{pofition of a noble and learned Lord (Thurlow) induced 
him to propofe to poftpone the further confideration of the Impeach- 
ment, until that learned Lord, who, for fo many years, and with fo 
much honour to himfelf, had prefided in their Lordfhip’s Court in 
Weftminfter Hall, was able to attend in his place; but that no time 
might be loft, and that their Lordfhips might have the advantage 
of the fulleft information on fo important a fubjeét, he would 
move, that a Committce be appointed to infpect the Journals, and 
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to report to their Lordfhips all that appeared, as to the mode of 


giving judgment on trials of high crimes and mifdemeanors. 





Tuurspay, Fed, 19. 


The report * was prefented, and ordered to be taken into confi- 


deration on Thurfday the 26th of February. 





Tuurspay, Feb. 26. 


The order of the day being read for taking the report of the 
Lords’ Committee, appointed to infpect the Journals, as to the 
mode of giving judgment on trials for high crimes and mifdemea- 
nors, into confideration, 

Lord THURLOW rofe, and obferved, that on attentive con- 
fidcration of the various precedents reported to their Lordfhips, it 
did not appear that any one of them came near the cafe now under 
their deliberation. The one that bore any thing like a refemblance 
to it, was the cafe of Lord Middlefex, who was impeached on a 
variety of articles, fome of which contained diffcrent allegations. 
The impeachment of Mr. Haftings was in many points diftine 
from every other cafe, which had been brought before a Court of 
juftice, in Great Britain. The number of articles preferred were 


twenty, cach containing a great variety of different allegations. 


* Vide the Report at the end of the Proceedings. 
The 
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The Commons had given no evidence on fourteen of the articles, 
and upon very inconfiderable parts of three more. So that, to 
fpcak more accurately, it might be faid, that on four fifths of the 
allegations the Commons had given no evidence at all. It appeared, 
therefore, but an act of juftice to the defendant, to acquit him, 
in the firft inftance, of four fifths of the matter ftated in the ar- 
ticles. As to thofe articles on which the Commons had given evi- 
dence, it appeared to him to be impoflible, either in juftice to the 
Commons or to the defendant, to put one queftion only on cach 
article, which had been the general practice ; becaufe each article 
comprifed fo many criminal facts, that, if there was any difference 
of opinion among their Lordfhips, it would be neceffary to put a 
{eparate queftion upon each allegation, What he fhould propofe, 
therefore, for the prefent, would be, that the Houfe fhould re- 
folve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, where the matter 
might be fully difcuffed, and where every noble Lord would have 
an opportunity of delivering his fentiments on cvery point, in the 
fulleft manner. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR concurred entirely in opinion 
with Lord Thurlow. 

The report was therefore referred to a Committce of the whole 
Floufe. 

On being afked by the Lord Chancellor, what day he woul 
propofe to procecd ? 

Lord THURLOW faid, he was ready at any time, having 
gone through the whole of the evidence with all the care and at- 
tention of which he was capable; but, as fome noble Lords wifhed 
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a farther time to refrefli their memorics, he propofed to proceed 


on the following Monday. Which was agrecd to. 


Monpay, March z. 


The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committce on the im- 
peachment of Warren Haftings, Efq. 

Lord THURLOW rofe to open the mode of proceeding. He 
explained at very confiderable length his idea of the nature of the 
prefent trial. He obferved, that for its duration, and the im- 
menfe mafs of criminality imputed to the defendant, it had no 
paralle] in the hiftory of this, or of any other country. His Lord- 
fhip complained much of the loofenefs and inaccuracy with which 
the articles were drawn, containing many affertions which were 
either palpably falfe, or grofily abfurd, and which a very mo- 
derate application to the documents, of which thofe who fup- 
ported the profecution were in poffeffion, would have convinced 
them could not be fubftantiated. He was very far from wifhing 
to throw an imputation on the Managers for thefe inaccuracies, 
and ftill lefs on the Houfe of Commons, who could not poffibly 
be fuppofed to look at the minutia of fuch extenfive articles, 
comprchending in them all the important tranfactions of a great 
empire for the {pace of thirteen years. The zcal of the agents who 
drew the articles, had certainly outrun their difcretion. The im- 
peachment, however, might now be faid to reft upon four points— 
breach of faith, oppreffion, and injuftice, as in the two articles of 
Cheyt Sing and the Begum; corruption, as in the articles of the 
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prefents ; and a wanton wafte of the public money for private pur- 
pofes, as in the contracts. In confidering the two firft points, he 
conceived it would become their Lordfhips to reflect on the fituation 
in which Mr. Haftings was placed. Poffefled of abfolute power, 
the queftion would be, had he exerted that power for the public 
good, or had he on any occafion been a€tuated by bafe or malicious 
motives? If in the cafe of Cheyt Sing and the Begums, their Lord- 
fhips fhould be of opinion that he was neither malicious nor corrupt, 
the charges naturally fell to the ground. It was the duty of Mr. 
Haftings to preferve the empire committed to his care, and in pur- 
{uit of that important objet to adopt the meafures beft adapted to 
attain his end. 

Lord Thurlow faid, that the preamble to the articles was mate= 
rially defective. It charged Mr. Haftings as the author, and fixed 
upon him the fole refponfibility of all the acts recited in the twenty 
articles. The preamble contained a falfe ftatement of his fituation, 
for the purpofe of fixing refponfibility upon him for acts, in fome 
inftances, done by others ; in fome inftances, in which others partici- 
pated: but as Mr. Haftings was the only perfon impeached, the 
preamble fuppofed him to poffefs the fole power in Bengal; yet 
from 1772 to 1774, he was the prefident of a council of thirteen; 
from 1774 to 1776, he was prefident of a council of five, and 
invariably in a minority. From 1776 to the time of his departure 
in 1785, he fometimes poffefled that power which his cafting vote 
in council gave him, and, on many important public occafions, 
was over-ruled by a majority. By a precedent at that time on 
the table, it appeared that the Houfe, in the cafe of the Earl of 
Suffolk, had difcharged feveral articles of his impeachment, becaufe 
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other Lords of the Council, who were concerncd with him in the 
matter contained in the articles, were not impeached. His Lord- 
fhip again defired to be underftood as laying no blame upon the 
Houfe of Commons for preferring articles, comprifing a {pace of 
thirteen years, and including in them every act of importance done 
during that period in Bengal, civil, military, political, and finan- 
cial. He could not, however, avoid expreffing his fulleft convic- 
tion, that if in the laft Parliament the Commons had feparately 
confidered the allegations in cach article, they could not, under 
any poffible circumftances, have been fent, in their prefent fhape 
at leaft, to their Lordfhip’s Court. 

As to the mode of proceeding, it occurred to his Lordfhip, that 
the only way to do juftice both to the public and the defendant, 
would be to take up the allegations in the articles one by one, if 
any difference of opinion fhould exift. For inftancc, if their Lord- 
fhips were of opinion that the Commons had not made good any part 
of the Benares article, then a fingle queftion might decide it ; but if 
any noble Lord thought that fome allegations were made out, and 
others not, it would be neceflary to put a vote upon each, fince, in 
point of fact, there were fo many acts ftated to be criminal, that 
the Benares charge did in truth contain a great number of articles, 
on each of which, if a difference of opinion exifted, they muft 
come to a feparate vote. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR concurred generally in what 
had fallen from the noble and learned Lord, but could not go quite 
fo far as to fay that Mr. Haftings would be juftified in any grofs 
abufe of the abitrary power which he poffeffed, even though it 
fhould be made clear that he was actuated neither by corrupt nor by 
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malicious motives. Mr. Haflings had great power lodged in his 
hands undoubtedly. He was refponfible to hig country for a proper 
ufe of that power; and however pure his intentions might have 
been, if he violated every principle of morality and juftice, he 
fhould not think that any public exigency ought to be pleaded as a 
juttification. His Lordfhip fully concurred with Lord Thurlow in. 
opinion, as to the loofenefs and careleffnefs with which the articles 
were drawn, and the great length to which they ran. He alfo.con- 
ceived that the mode propofed to be adopted by the noble and learned 
Lord was the moft proper, as a proceeding of this great importance 
could not be too deliberately confidered ; and when their Lordfhips. 
had gone through the whole in the Committee, there would. be an 
opportunity to reconfider it upon the report.. 

Lord THURLOW faid, that as their Lordfhips feemed to be 
unanimoufly agreed to proceed point by point, he would begin with 
the Benares charge: and here he conceived no queftion could pof- 
fibly arife until they came to the demand made by the Bengal 
Government for a war fubfidy in the year 1778. This demand, the 
Commons affert, though made apparently on public grounds, was. 
in faét made to fatisfy the preconceived malice of Mr. Haftings, and 
was part of a regular plan laid down by Mr. Haftings to effect the 
total ruin of Cheyt Sing. Their Lordfhips therefore muft examine 
the queftion of right, and they muft look, which he confeffed he 
had in vain, for the evidence to fubftantiate the charge of malice. 
If there was no proof of malice, the charge fell to the ground, unlefs 
the acts done by Mr. Haftings were of fuch a nature as to carry 
along with them ample proofs of the malicious motives in which they 
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originated. In reviewing this fubject, he faw the moft perfect con- 
fiftency in Mr. Haftings’s conduct throughout. 

When Mr. Hattings firft propofed to demand military aid from 
Cheyt Sing, he began by declaring his perfe& conviction of the 
right of the Company to make that demand. He appealed to the 
written inftruments which had been executed on the transfer of the 
fovereignty of Benares to the Englifh, to prove that we had not 
given up the right, and he properly refented the Rajah’s difobcdi- 
ence.—Mr. Francis, profefling to entertain doubts as to the right, 
always concurred with Mr. Haftings in making the demands, 
but drew back in the years 1778 and 1779, on the Rajah’s delays 
in complying with thofe demands. In 1780, indeed, he fully con- 
curred with Mr, Haftings. His Lordfhip obferved, that he fhould 
have occafion to recur to fome paflages in the written evidence, to 
fhew that the facts which he had mentioned were fully proved by 
it, and therefore he would propofe to defer their decifion unto the 
following day. 

After a few words from Lord MOIRA and the Earl of CAER- 
NARVON, on the nature of zemindary tenures, the Committee 


reported progrefs, and were appointed to meet the following day, 





TuEespay, March 3. 


The Houfe having refolved itfclf into a Committee on the im- 
peachment of Warren Haftings, Efgq. the clerk proceeded to read 
from the evidence given on the profecution and defence, the fevera] 
letters and confultations that had a reference to the demands made in 

the 
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the years 1778, 1779, 1780, the demand of cavalry, and fome 
other points, which Lord Caernarvon defired might be read. From 
the riimber of books which were to be referred to, the Managers 
having omitted material paflages neceffary to the clear underftanding 
of the fubject, which were to be made up by a reference to the 
evidence given in defence, near three hours were employed in read- 
ing evidence, when 

Lord THURLOW rofe and faid, he was exceedingly forry indeed 
that he had undefignedly been the caufe of fo much of their Lord- 
fhips’ time having been confumed, and fo little to their edification. 
If he had not believed that lefs than half an hour would have 
an{wered for all he wanted, he would have trufted to his own 
notes, which he now found were perfe¢tly accurate. All he could 
affure their Lordfhips was, that he would not bring them into fuch 
a dilemma again. 
_ The Earl of CAERNARVON defired it might be underftood 
that he had not propofed the reading of evidence; but finding the 
clerk employed, he had defired him to read fome additional paf- 
fages, which in his view of the fubject appeared to be material. 

Lord THURLOW aid, he took the whole blame to himfelf, 
and would avoid fuch an error in future. He affured their Lord- 
fhips, that when they met again, he would do what he was confis ° 
dent every other noble Lord would do alfo: he would refer to every 
tittle of evidence that applied to the article before their Lordfhips ; 
but if by chance he miffed any point, which if he did, it muft 
be by mere accident, for he had attentively read and confidered the 
whole, ‘any noble Lord would fupply the defe&t of his memory, by 
— C referring 
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referring to the evidence itfelf'; and the fame rule would obtain with 
every other noble Lord. 
The Committee then adjourned to Thurfday the 5th of Magch. 





Tuurspay, March s, 


The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee to confider further of 
the charges of the impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq. 
and after a paufe of fome minutes, 

Lord RAWDON (Earl of Moira in Ireland) rofe, and faid, 
if no other noble Lord would condefcend to begin the difcuffion of 
the day, he would take the liberty of opening it, not conceiving 
that the circumftance of his not having been able to attend the Com- 
mittee before that day, precluded him from giving his opinion on 
any part of the proceedings, as he had been prefent pretty regularly 
on the days of trial in Weftminfter Hall. Huis Lordfhip faid, he 
would not make a motion, but would ftate two propofitions, leaving 
it to their Lordfhips to form any queftion out of them that they 
fhould think proper to fubmit to a vate. | 

His firft propofition, which for the fake of convenience he would 
put negatively, would be to this purport : 

‘« That the government of Bengal had no right to exact a tribute 
‘* from Cheyt Sing.” 

If this queftion was decided affirmatively, it would put an end 
to farther difcuffion ; if it were negatived, he would then ftate, as 
a propofition naturally refulting from the negative of the former, 

‘* That 
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‘ © That the government of Bengal had regularly exercifed their 
‘¢ right of fovereignty in exaGting tribute from Cheyt Sing.” 

Lord Rawdon faid, that he certainly intended to vote againft 
his own motion, becaufe he was perfe@ty convinced that the Bengal 
vovernment had a right to demand military aid from Cheyt Sing, 
in time of war, and that Mr. Haftings would have neglected his 
duty if he had not demanded it. He was equally convinced, that 
in making the feveral demands, Mr. Haftings was not actuated by 
malice, but by a fenfe of public duty. He was not fo fixed in his 
opinion as to the mode of proceeding, as not to be perfectly willing 
to adopt any other motion that might be made, which would equally 
conduce to bring the merits of the cafe into difcuffion. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON obferved, that prevtous to any 
difcuffion of the mode of proceeding into the examination of the 
various allegations, he conceived it would well become the dignity 
and the honour of their Lordfhips, to fettle what Lords had, and 
what noble Lords had not, a right to vote. He faw new faces in the 
Committee every day; but it would be to the eternal difgrace of 
their Lordfhips, if Lords who had not attended fhould ultimately 
vote in Weftminfter Hall. His Lordfhip objected to the motions 
of "Lord Moira, and preferred the mode of taking the criminal 
allegations feparately. | 

Lord RAWDON aid in reply, that he was fure the noble 
Earl did not allude to him as amongft the Lords who had not at- 
tended ; for except to fome part of the reply in the laft year, he had 
attended the trial very regularly. On this article, however, his 
Lordfhip faid, the evidence brought by the profecution had fo com- 
pletely acquitted Mr. Haftings of all degree of blame, and had fo 
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eftablifhed his merits, that he for one would have been ready to ac- 
quit Mr, Haftings had he not heard one word in his defence. As 
to his motions, their Lordfhips would recollect he had not made 
them, but merely ftated them as propofitions. He was ready to 
withdraw them, and to give way to any noble Lord who might 
propofe any other method of arguing and difcuffing the merits of 
the cafe. 

The Earl of COVENTRY faid, that though perfe@ly agreeing 
with the noble Earl, that it would be in the higheft degree indecent 
for Lords to vote who had not attended, he knew not how they 
could draw the line. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD ented’ the fame fentiments. To 
himfelf the obfervation of the noble Earl could not apply, for it 
had happened, by the moft extraordinary good fortune, as he might 
call it, that in a trial which had lafted feven years, he had not been 
abfent more than feven hours. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWN ftrongly contended that it was 
the right of every noble Lord, even thofe created in the prefent fef- 
fion, to vote if they pleafed, becaufe they had not the power to 
draw the line, nor to abridge the privileges of any one of their Lord- 
fhips. But when he admitted the right, he would add, God for- 
bid that in a fingle inftance he fhould fee the right exercifed. In- 
deed there was no danger. He congratulated their Lordfhips on 
the grave, folemn, and judicial manncr in which they were pro- 
ceeding. It was highly to the credit of Government, that nothing 
like party or influence appeared. A trial which had lafted feven 
years, and had attracted the attention and the wonder of the world, 
would now be determined by the fixed rules of law and juftice. As 
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to the Benares article, he had attended it during the profecution,. 
and was ready, like the noble Lord (Moira).on that partial ftate- 
ment of the cafe, to vote for the acquittal of Mr. Haftings, if he 
were to vote at all, which he certainly did not mean to do, having 
been moft unwillingly compelled to difcontinue his attendance by: 
the ftate of his health, after the firft two and twenty days of the 
trial. He had, however, read all the proceedings, and had cer- 
tainly formed a clear and decided opinion upon the cafe. He fhould 
deem it his duty to attend the Committee, and to offer his fentiments 
from time to time if he thought it neceffary. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON rofe again, and faid he was 
not convinced by any thing which had fallen from noble Lords, 
that the Houfe had not a right to determine what Lords fhould 
and fhould not vote: he claimed it in juftice to Mr. Haftings ; 
in juftice to. their Lordfhips, fome of whom might eventually at 

a future period be in his fituation; and it appeared to him to be 
a moft monftrous idea, abhorrent to every principle of the law of 
England, that judges who had not heard,. fhould determine a crimi« 
nal caufe. : SS | 

Lord THURLOW rofe, and though perfectly concurring in 
feritiments with the noble Earl, as he believed every Lord prefent 
did, yet gave it as his opinion, that every Lord muft draw the 
line for himfelf ; his own confcience and his own fenfe of honour 
muft determine how many days attendance entitled him to vote. 
If their Lordfhips thought they might controul the Court, the 
mode muft be, to appoint a Committee, to.examine what days 
the feveral Lords had attended, and then to determine how many 
days attendance entitled a Lord to vote. His own fituation for 
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the firft five years of this trial, his Lordfhip faid, had made his 
attendance indifpenfable. He certainly had ‘flackened in his at- 
tendance the two laft years, and if on that account he were to be 
excluded, it would fave him a good deal of trouble; and had he 
earlier known of fuch a refolution, it would have faved him much 
more; fince he had been employed diligently for fome months in 
going through an immenfe quantity of rubbifh and trafh, in the 
midft of which was difperfed the very little evidence, which was 
of confequence in this caufe. The noble Lord who propofed the 
motions was willing not to make them; and he, for his part, was 
fo perfectly indifferent as to the mode in which the matter was 
difcuffed, that the different manner in bringing it forward was 
not, in his opinion, worth the half hour that had been loft in 
debating it. For the fake, however, of coming to fome point, he 
would move that ‘‘ the Bengal government had a right to demand 
‘** military aid from Cheyt Sing.” 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he had but one objection 
to that motion, which was, that it did not go to the whole extent 
of the charge, and confequently would prove nugatory ; becaufe, 
fuppofing the right to be admitted and eftablifhed, it would ftill 
remain a queftion, whether that right had been reafonably, expe- 
diently, and wifely exercifed. His Lordfhip detailed and reviewed 
all the circumftances under which the fubfidy had been claimed 
and received in 1778 and 1779; and faid, he was ready to admit, 
that the Commons had not made good their charge in refpect 
to thofe two years; with regard to them, therefore, Mr. Haft- 
ings muft ftand acquitted. But the condu€&t of the Governor 
General in relation to the tranfactions with Cheyt Sing, in the 
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year 1780, appeared to him to ftand in a different point of view, 
and to call for other confiderations. To fay.the leaft of that con- 
du on the part of Mr. Haftings, it merited a certain degree of 
blame; but how far it might rife up to a high crime and mifde- 
meanor, would depend on other and future proceedings of the 
Governor General, that yet remained to be difcuffed. His Lord- 
fhip explained the ground on which he refted this obfervation, to 
be the fact of Mr. Haftings having, in the year 1780, received 
a prefent of two lacks of rupees, and having altogether fuppreffed 
that circumftance from his council, when they were about to 
make a further claim of five lacks from Cheyt Sing, as the war 
fubfidy. 

Lord THURLOW begged to know, what queftion they fhould 
agree to decide upon. He declared, he was perfectly indifferent 
as to the form of the queftion, provided it was clear and intelli- 
gible. He by no means wifhed that they fhould come to any deci- 
fion in the Committee, which would either preclude or effect the 
full exercife of every noble Lord’s judgment, when, after repeated 
difcuffion of the charges, allegation by allegation, they fhould ar- 
rive at the ftage of the bufinefs, when they fhould have to confider 
what fhould be the queftion to be put to each noble Lord in Weft- 
minfter Hall. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR coincided with the noble Lord, 

and farther explained himéfelf. 

Lord THURLOW replied very fhortly ; and it was agreed to 
take the queftion on each fpecific fact criminally alledged in the 
charges, excepting only where they were fo blended as to confti«~ 


tute collectively one head of charge. 
The 
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‘The Chairman of the Committee (Lord Walfingham) then read 
the queftion in the following form: ‘* That the Commons had 
** made good their charge in refpect to the tribute claimed and 
‘*¢ received from Cheyt Sing, the Rajahof Benares, in 1778.” 

The Earl of RADNOR faid, he did not mean to detain the 
“Committee from the queftion: he rofe merely to fuggeft the in- 
fertion of a few words by way of amendment, viz. after the word 
«* that,” to infert the words, ‘ It be the queftion in Weftminfter 
‘* Hall, that—” His Lordfhip in an under tone of voice ftated 
the reafons which induced him to offer this amendment. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, he underftood that it was 
on all hands agreed, that any queftion put and decided upon in the 
Committee with regard to particular facts and allegations in the 
charges, was not to interfere with or affect the queftion or quef- 
tions that were to be put ultimately to noble Lords in Weftminfter 
Hall, that ultimate queftion was to remain untouched for the 
prefent, and fully open to future free difcuffion,: after the Com- 
mittee had gone through all the parts of the various claufes fe- 
parately. 

Lord THURLOW declared that to have been — his 
meaning. His Lordfhip fpoke of the great importance of the 
proceeding, the refpeé& due to the Commons who had fent up the 
impeaehment, -and thence inferred the propriety of fubjecting the 
charges and the evidence, in part and in the whole, to frequent, 
folemn, and deliberate difcuffion. 

| The Earl of RADNOR faid he muft ftill en to move his 
amendment. 
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The queftion was then put, ‘* That the words of the amend- 
‘* ment ftand part of the motion,” when the chairman declared 
the Nof-contents had it. 

The queftion was then put on the original motion, and the Nof- 
contents carried it nemine diffentiente. 


The Committee adjourned to the next day. 





Frivay, March 6. 


Their Lordfhips having refolved themfelves into a Committee 
of the whole Houfe, proceeded to the farther confideration of the 
charges preferred by the Commons, as conftituting the articles of 
impeachment againft Mr. Haftings, the evidence adduced in fup- 
port of the charges, and the proceedings on the trial. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR opened the difcuffion of the 
day by a mafterly difplay of all the faéts relative to that part of 
the firft article of charge which related to the conduét of Mr. 
Haftings, in rcfpe&t to his having taken two lacks of rupees as 
a perfonal prefent to himfelf from Cheyt Sing, in the year 1780, 
and in the fame year demanded a tribute of five lacks, together 
with the demand of the cavalry, and all the fubfequent tranfac- 
tions, including the correfpondence between Cheyt Sing and the 
Governor General, the procecding to arreft Cheyt Sing, and tlic 
confequences that followed. His Lordfhip compared the evidence 
with the facts, as he argued upon each, and declared he reftcd 
upon no fact which had not, in his opinion, been either fully 
eftablithed by written or parole evidence, or admitted by Mr. 
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Hattings himfelf in his defence, delivered in by him to the 
Houfe of Comiienss, He read the feveral letters in queftion, 
treated fully of the negociation with Mr. Haftings at Calcutta, 
carried on through the medium of the Rajah’s Buxey, in order 
to ect the war fubfidy remitted ; and after having minutely detailed 
every circumftance of that part of the Benares charge which 
referred to the before-mentioned events, and contending that col- 
lectively they clearly and undeniably conveyed much imputation 
of blame on the Governor Gencral, his Lordfhip adverted to two 
other material points, which muft neccfflarily weigh confiderably 
with their Lordfhips in preparing and making up their minds to 
the general judgment that would ultimatcly come to be confidered, 
viz. the motives that influenced Mr. Haftings, and the principles 
of government on which he avowedly acted in the courfe of that 
conduct which it had been his bufinefs that day to review. 

A man’s motives, his Lordfhip faid, was the laft matter for him 
to Inquire into, or to decide upon, becaufe in general they were 
infcrutable, being known only to himfclf and to the Almighty ; 
but when a man, fo far from attempting to conccal or diffemble 
his motives affigned them himfelf, and declared openly that thofe 
were the motives on which he profefled to act, and did a¢tually 
proceed, it was impoflible not to believe him, and not only fair 
and warrantable, but neceffary, to confider and to treat them as 
the motives of his conduct. Mr. Haftings had declared in his 
defence given in to the Commons, and it appeared in various parts 
of the evidence referring to the particular fubject under confidera- 
tion, and to other charges, that he acted from motives of perfonal 
refentment to Cheyt Sing, and meant to punifh him for an affront 
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to himfclf. With regard to the principles of government laid 
down by Mr. Haftings, it clearly was his principle to confidér 
himfelf as an abfolute fovercign, and to conceive that he had, 
as fuch, a right to exact from tributary and dependent princes, 
all their grain, and all their revenues, in moments of danger and 
| exigency to the exifting government of the country. This was, 
his Lordfhip faid, a moft abominable principle of government, a 
principle that a Britifh Houfe of Parliament fhould never liften to 
with patience ; and yet it was evident that Mr. Haftings not only 
acted upon it, but recommended it to Lord Macartney, as a prin- 
ciple to be exercifed by the Britifh government in Madras, and in 
every part of India, during a war with Hyder Ally, or any pow- 
erful prince in the country. Their Lordfhips might fatisfy them- 
felves upon this point, by turning to the evidence in reply, where 
they would find the letter from Mr. Haftings to Lord Macartney, 
to which he alluded. In that letter he ftrenuoufly advifes the 
noble Lord to take all the Rajah of Tanjore’s grain and treafure — 
for the public fervice, leaving him in poffeffion only of a bare fub- 
fiftence during the war. Having expatiated on this point, and 
ftated the difference between an abfolute fovereign, and a governor 
of a diftant territory belonging to Great Britain, he expreffed 
himfelf happy in the recolleétion that every minifter was ref{pon- 
fible for his conduct to that Houfe, whether he acted under the 
orders of his Majefty or thofe of the Eaft India Company ; and 
viewing the four feveral claufes in the light which he did, he con- 
ceived they amounted to that which the Commons had charged, 
a high crime and mifdemeanor. He fhould therefore conclude 
by moving that the Commons had made good the firft article re- 
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lative to the fubfidy of 1780; the demand of cavalry ; and the 
injuftice of Mr. Haftings, in falfely accufing Cheyt Sing of being 
unpunétual in the payment of his kifts ; and the arrcit, for the 
purpofe of fining him forty or fifty lacks of rupecs. 

~The Lord Chancellor faid, that Cheyt Sing’s letter to Mr. 
Haftings was a full and complete refutation of all the groundlefs 
charges which had been preferred againft him by Mr. Haftings ; 
that it was in a ftyle, humble and fubmiffive to a deerce, that 
made it difgufting almoft to read; but Mr. Haftings had not 
ferupled to fay, that the letter was offenfive in ftvlc, and unfatis- 
factory in fubftance. 

Lord THURLOW faid, he was forry to find that the noble 
and learned Lord had departed from the rule, which he had con- 
ceived to have been agreed on, to proceed with the parts of the 
charges feparatcly, and to come to a queftion upon cach once after 
the other. The noble and learned Lord had blended under the 
queftion, various parts of the famc charge, amounting collectively 
to the moaft grofs part of the charge, and called for their Lord- 
fhip’s decifion upon it, which might tend to puzzle the Com- 
mittee, and confound their judgments. He explained the grounds 
of the offer of the two lacks to Mr. Haftings as a perfonal pre- 
fent, which was refufed in the firft inftance; he then ftated the 
intervening circumftances that induced him to accept the two lacks 
afterwards, his conduct thereupon, when he ordered it to be paid 
to Mr. Larkins, and directed Mr. Larkins to place it to the 
Company’s account, and went next to the difcuffion of the de- 
mand, and taking of the five lacks, which were claimed, and taken 
alfo in the year 1780. The claim of the war fubfidy, his Lord- 
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fhip faid, had been affented to by the council, when firft {tated 
to them by Mr. Haftings, as a meafure neceflary to be adopted, 
and had been in confequence actually applied to the Ways and 
Means of the year in fupply of the current fervices. Lord Thur- 
low faid, that he trufted the learncd Lord would, on farther confi- 
deration, be induced not to depart from the linc which had been 
adopted for their proceedings, after much and mature delibera- 
tion, and adopted, as he conceived, with the unanimous appro- 
bation of their Lordfhips. The Commons charged four acts of 
Mr. Haftings as four feparate crimes:—the demand of the war 
fubfidy of 1780; the demand of cavalry; the falfe accufation of 
Cheyt Sing, for unpunctuality in the payment of the kifts; the 
corre{pondence with, and arreft of Cheyt Sing. It was abfolutely 
impoffible therefore for their Lordfhips, if there was a difference 
of opinion amongft them, to put a fingle queftion on thefe four 
criminal allegations. He fhould therefore propofe to put a fepa- 
rate queftion upon each, beginning with the firft in order, the war 
fubfidy of 1780. He could not, however, forbear to take fome no- 
tice of the noble and learned Lord’s allufion to a letter written by 
Mr. Haftings to Lord Macartney in the month of July, 1781, 
and introduced by the Managers in their reply, upon grounds 
totally different from thofe to which the noble and learned Lord 
anplicd the letter. But as he had alluded to it, Lord Thurlow 
faid, he would ftate the circumftances which gave rife to the let- 
ter; then he would ftate the fubftance of the letter itfelf; and he 
was confident that every noble Lord prefent would feel the conduc 
of Mr. Haftings to be completely juftifiable, and highly laudable 
in every paint of view, Their Lorcthips all recollected that in 
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September, 1780, Hyder Ally, after having cut off the flower of 
our army, over-ran the Carnatic with fixty thoufand horfe, and 
for many months after that unfortunate event, it was a point of 
extreme doubt whether we could preferve any footing on the coaft 
of Coromandel, notwithftanding the great exertions of Mr. Hatt- 
ings for its fupport. Under thefe circumftances, the governor 
who preceded Lord Macartney wrote to Mr. Haftings, that the 
Rajar or Poligar of Tanjore had refufed a fupply of grain to our 
army, for which the Prefident had written a letter to him expref- 
five of his difpleafure. Speaking of this tranfaction to Lord 
Macartney, who had fuccecded to the government but the month 
before, Mr. Haftings expreffes his aftonifhment that fuch lan- 
guage fhould be borne at a feafon of fuch diftrefs. He tells Lord 
Macartney, that while the ftate, of which Tanjore is a fubject, 
is in fuch extreme danger and diftrefs, he conceives the Madras 
government has a right to demand from the Rajah every aid 
which the country can afford; that while the fervice, in the 
prefent defpcrate condition of it, fhall laft, he would not leave the 
Rajah a grain of rice in his granaries, or a rupee in his treafury, 
beyond what is neceflary for his perfonal fubfiftence. Lord Thur- 
low faid, he was confident there was not one of their Lordfhips 
that would not applaud the good fenfe and the fpirit of this letter, 
provided he confidered the a@tual fituation of our affairs in the 
Carnatic at the time the letter was written. Every ftatefman, he 
was confident, muft approve of the manly fentiments uttered by 
Mr. Haftings; they amounted in fubftance to this—Sa/us rez- 
publice fuprema lex, Mr. Haftings, he faid, had been called a 
tyrant; he was fo indced, if it was a mark of tyranny to exert 
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every nerve for the prefervation of the empire committed to his 
charge, at a moment when every cxcrtion was,neceflary to repel the 
danger which furrounded us. With regard to Mr. Haftings’s 
definition of the principle of government in India, it was no more 
than the adoption of what was laid down by that great writer 
Montefquieu, who faid in fo many words, ‘* that the right of an 
‘* abfolute fovereign is every thing; the right of the people un- 
‘* der him nothing.” Every body knew that the natives of India 
had not an idea of any other principle of government; but his 
Lordfhip faid, he held Mr. Haftings ftrictly refponfible for the ufe 
which he made of the arbitrary power confided to him for fo many 
years. Lord Thurlow faid he fhould conclude, and would here- 
after move, that the Commons had made good the firft article, fo 
far as it related to the war fubfidy of 1780. 

The Earl of COVENTRY fully concurred with Lord Thur- 
low, and faid, the demand of 1780 was precifely fimilar to the 
two demands of 1778 and 1779, on which the Commons had put 
feparate queftions. He alfo obferved, that the two lacks prefented 
to Mr. Haftings in 1780 was never confidered by the Rajah 
Cheyt Sing, as in part of payment of the five lacks afterwards 
demanded. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON ftrenuoufly contended, that the 
motives of Mr. Haftings were avowedly thofe of refentment and 
perfonal malice. He referred to paflages in the defence of Mr. 
Haftings to prove this affertion. With regard to what the noble 
and learned Lord had faid of Montefquieu having laid it down, 
‘* that the right of an arbitrary prince was every thing ; the rights 
‘* of the people nothing ;’? Montefquieu, he faid, did not lay it 
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down asa principle of government, but only obferved, that the 
conduct of arbitrary governments had amounted to that, and had 
been fuch in cifhéet. He reprobated Mr. Haftings’s treatment of 
Chevt Sing all through, and afked, what was to be faid of a man, 
who himielr declared he did not treat Cheyt Sing as a Britifh 
eovernor would lave treated a dependent ona Britifh government, 
but as Sujah Dowlah would have treated one of his dependents ? 
Ilis Lordfhip expatiat.! on Mir. Haftings’s taking the prefent, 
which, he contended, according to its amount, leffened the means 
of Cheyt Sing to pay ti:c five lacks fubfquently demanded. Nor 
had Mr. Haftings treated tnofe who were his dependents, politically 
confidered, with that injuftice only ; he had treated his ally, the 
Nabob of Arcot, in the fame manncr, as was evident from his 
inftructions to the Prefident of Fort St. George. | | 

Lord THURLOW faid, acrofs the table, Lord Cornwallis had 
thought it right to purfue that line of conduct in a moment of 
fimilar exigency. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON rofe again, and faid, that by 
feizing the government and revenues of Arcot and Tanjore, Marquis 
Cornwallis had committed a greater act of violence and oppreffion 
than any which Mr. Haftings was accufed of having committed. 

The LORD CIIANCELLOR faid, he had no objection: to 
withdraw his propofed motion for the purpofe of fubitituting 
Lord Thurlow’s in its place. | 

Vifcount SYDNEY faid, he wifhed the facts criminally al- 
ledged to be kept diftinétly in the confidcration of their Lordfhips, 
but he confeffed, he rofe principally in defence of his noble friend 


(Lord Cornwallis) for whom he profeffed to entertain the moft pro- 
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found refpect. He trufted their Lordfhips would recollect that 
they were then determining upon the impeachment of Mr. Haftings. 
Lord Cornwallis was not before them ; and therefore he hoped from 
the candour of the noble Earl, that he would offer fome explana- 
tion of his expreffions. Whenever a regular charge fhould be 
brought againft his noble friend, he had no doubt but the noble 
Marquis would acquit himfelf of every fhadow of imputation in a 
manner perfectly fatisfactory to their Lordfhips, and highly honour- 
able to himfelf. His Lordfhip faid, he fo fully concurred in fenti- 
ments with the noble and learned Lord (Thurlow) that he fhould 
have given a filent vote on his motion if he had not been called up 
by what fell from the noble Earl. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid in reply, that it was far 
from his intention to throw any refle@tion upon the character and 
conduct of the noble Marquis, of whofe merits, talents, and vir- 
tues, no noble Lord had a higher opinion than himfelf.. He had no 
doubt but that the noble Marquis would be able tq affign very good 
reafons for having feized the revenues of the Carnatic and Tanjore 
during the war with Tippoo, in violation of treaties recently made. 
All he fpoke to was the circumftance as it appeared by the papers 

Jaid before their Lordfhips fome years ago, but without any ex- 
planation from the noble Marquis. He had not a conception of | 
calling upon that great character for that explanation, which, if 
he was called upon for, he was confident he would be able moft 
fully to give. | 

The queftion was then put on Lord Thurlow’s motion, and 
negatived—the Non-contents being declared to have it. 
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Monpay, March 9. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee on the im- 
peachment of Warren Haftings, Efq. 

Lord THURLOW rofe to open the nature of the evidence in 
the charge, relative to the demand of cavalry from Chéyt Sing, in 
the month of November 1780. 

The charge, he faid, ftated, that with a farther view to harafs, 
opprefs, and ruin Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings did, in November 
1780, move a refolution, that Cheyt Sing fliould furnith fuch 
cavalry as he could fpare; that under colour of fuch refolution, he 
firft peremptorily and arbitrarily demanded two thoufand cavalry, 
then fome leffer number, without offering to pay for them, though 
the Rajah was not bound to keep up any cavalry, and though he 
was to be payed for whatever number he kept up. 

His Lordfhip faid, that he would endeavour as diftindtly as he 
could, to ftate the evidence before the Court which applied to this 
fubject : in the firft place, it was clear that there was no engage- 
ment by which Cheyt Sing was obliged to keep up any cavalry at 
all, or by which the Company were bound to pay him for any ca- 
valry, which they might at any time require from him. The fimple 
queftion here was this: Was Cheyt Sing, by the tenure under which 
he held, bound, in time of war, to furnifh to the aid of his Sove- 
reign, fuch cavalry as could be {pared from the immediate wants of 
his Zemindary ? On this point, his Lordfhip faid, he could have 
no doubt. It was in proof that Sujah Dowlah, while he was his 
fovereign, had called upon him for a body of cavalry, which he 
did furnifh, and it was abfurd to fuppofe fuch an smperium in im- 
perio to exift, as fhould preclude a fovereign from calling upon a 
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fubject for troops in times of war andexigency. The next queftion 
then would be—Did fuch an emergency exift in November 1780, 
as juftified the application to Cheyt Sing? Here, his Lordthip 
faid, he fhould again have reafon to lament the exceffive carelefinefs 
with which the agents employed by the Houfe of Commons had 
drawn the articles, and the little attention they had fhewn to the. 
evidence that had a reference to this particular point. By taking 
all that appeared on the fubje¢t in the evidence for the profecution, 
and on the defence, their Lordfhips would fee that in September 
1780, Mr. Haftings and his council received intelligence of a moft 
alarming nature from Madras. Hyder had entered the Carnatic, 
had deftroyed Colonel Bailie’s army, and had driven Sir Hector 
Munro to the walls of Fort St. George. Sir Edward Hughes had 
informed Mr. Haftings alfo, of his having received undoubted 
intelligence that feven fail of the line, and feven thoufand land 
forces, had left France, and were intended to co-operate with our 
enemies in India. At this period alfo, thirty thoufand Mahratta 
horfe were encamped on the weftern frontier of Bengal: an inva- 
fion of Bahar by the Mahrattas was alfo expected. The Nizam 
profeffed hoftility ; Nuzeph Cawn threatened Oude; Madajee Sin- 
dia’s forces, Corah and Allahabad ; and General Goddard was op- 
pofed by the power of Poona in Guzzerat. A more formidable 
league was never-formed for the deftru@tion of a fingle ftate at any 
period of time. Their Lordfhips, by a reference to the evidence, 
would obferve the general difmay which prevailed in Calcutta at 
this momentous period. It was fortunate indeed that a man at 
that time prefided in the public councils who poffeffed {pirit, judg- 
ment, and decifion; not that he meant to throw any reflections 
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- upon the gentlemen who differed from him in opinicn; the feafor 
was foawful, that nothing was more natural than for men to enter- 
tain diffrent fentiments, as to the beft mode of averting fuch multi- 
plied dangers. Mr. Haftings propofed various meafures: that a 
very confiderable body of troops fhould be fent to Madras, and a 
large fupply of treafure, and that Sir Eyre Coote fhould be requefted 
to take the command of an army, naturally difpirited by its heavy 
loffes, on an idea perfectly well founded, as the event fo fully 
proved, that his prefence would give fpirits to all ranks upon the 
coaft. To all thefe propofitions, except to the motion refpecting 
the Commander in Chief, Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheeler obiedted ;. 
on the ground that Bengal was their firft object, that the danger was 
at their door, and confequently that they could {pare no troops, 
and but half the fupply of treafure which Mr. Haftings had pro- 
pofed to fend to Madras. Sir Eyre Coote concurred with Mr. 
Haftings, and the cafting vote of the Governor General preferved 
India to Great Britain. At a fecond confultation, on the 27th of 
September, 1780, Sir Eyre Coote gave in a plan for the defence of 
Bengal and Oude, which he had drawn out at the defire of the 
Board. . Their Lordfhips would recollect that a confiderable part 
of the Bengal army was then under orders to proceed to Madras : 
In the difpofition therefore of the remaining force, it was neceflary 
to form encampments whcere the attacks were moft likely to be ex- 
pected ; and as an invafion of the province of Bahar was highly. 
probable, Sir Eyre Coote propofed to ftation a large body of infan- 
try in that province, together with two regiments of horfe, and one 
thoufand, or as many of Cheyt Sing’s cavalry as they could pro- 
cure, This was the origin of the demand of cavalry from Cheyt 
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Sing, and’ their Lordfhips would determine with what propri- 
ety Mr. Haftings could be charged as the’ fole author of the 
meafure. 

Sir Eyre Coote, as appeared by the evidence, embarked for Madras. 
in ‘Otober, and on the ad of November,. on reading a letter from. 

cneral Stibbert, relative to-the want of cavalry on the northern. 
frontier, the Board ordered an application for a fupply, and at the 
fame time Mr. Haftings is requefted to write to Cheyt Sing for fuch: 
cavalry as. he can fpare. It did not appear by the proceedings 
that the motion was made by Mr. Haftings. He would put it to. 
the honour of any one of their Lordfhips, could any man ferioufly 
believe, that under fuch very alarming and awful circumftances, 
Mr. Haftings could have no other object. in view, than to harafs, 
opprefs, and ruin Cheyt Sing? The charge itfelf appeared to him 
not only groundlefs,. but-a charge which, on fuller confideration, 
could not have been preferred at. all.—Having brought the hiftory. 
of the cavalry, with all its concomitant. circumf{tances, down to the 
period of the demand, he would now, his Lordfhip faid, examine. 
the condud: of Cheyt. Sing on the occafion; and their Lordtfhips. 
would determine whether the defence which he made to the accufa-. 
tion of. Mr. Haftings was fo humble, fo fu'smifflive, and fo fatis- 
factory as a noble and learned Lord had ftated it to be; or whether. 
it was, as Mr. Haftings.had defcribed it, offenfive in ftyle, and. 
unfatisfactory in fubftance.. The. demand was fent from Calcutta. 
on the 2d of November. On the 7th of December, Mr. Fowke, | 
the refident,.writesto Mr. Haftings, that he had repeatedly preffed . 
the. Rajah on the fubject of the cavalry, but could obtain no anf{wer... 


His letter contains other complaints.of the Rajah’s.ill conduct.. Qn- 
the 
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the 13th of January, 1781, Mr. Fowke writes that the Rajah fays, 
he has but thirteen hundred horfe in his fervice, and that all except 
two hundred and fifty are abfolutely neceflary for the fervice of the 
collections. Their Lordfhips were poffeffed of the completeft evi- 
dence to prove that both thefe affertions were falfe. Mr. Markham 
had diftinétly fworn that he had above two thoufand five hundred in 
his fervice; and the affidavit of Mahomed Myer, one of Cheyt 
‘Sing’s commanders, fully confirmed Mr. Markham’s evidence. 
His Lordfhip obferved, that in all its parts the evidence of Mr. 
Markham was perfectly clear and diftiné. Mr. Markham alfo 
{wore that a very {mall body of cavalry, one hundred, were amply 
fufficient for the fervice of the collections. Cheyt Sing afferts in his 
letter that Mr. Haftings made no reply to the information which he 
had fent him of the number of his cavalry. This affertion alfo was 
falfe; for Mr. Markham, who arrived at Benares the 1ft of Fe- 
bruary, and confequently muft have left Calcutta immediately after 
Mr. Haftings had received the Rajah’s letters, carried an order for 
him to fupply fifteen hundred horfe. Your Lordfhips, by refer- 
ring to the evidence (faid Lord Thurlow,) will fee, that he after- 
wards reduced the demand to one thoufand. You will fee that, in 
point of fact, he never could procure a fingle horfeman. It will 
be impoffible to read the evidence of Mr. Markham, without ob- 
ferving that he preffed him with the anxiety and folicitude of a 
friend, even to make a fhew of obedience by muftering five hun- 
dred horfe, but that he never could get him to mufter a fingle 
horfeman: Mr. Markham told him, that by his difobedience he 
would -certainly incur the higheft difpleafure of government: and 
upon one remarkable oceafion, when he was fitting in a minaret at 
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Ramnagur with Cheyt Sing, he told him, on feeing a body of horfe 
on the plains, ‘* If you will but fend me thofe.men, it will thew 
‘your defire to obey your orders. My Dords, Mr. Markham 
‘* could not procure a fingle horfeman from him.”? His Lordfhip 
then proceeded to remark upon the letter of Mr. Haftings, and 
Cheyt Sing’s reply to it. 

Mr. Haftings fays, in his letter to Cheyt Sing, that in the name 
of the Governor General and Council he required the Rajah to fur- 
nifh a body of horfe to affift and a& with the armies of the Com- 
pany ; that when Mr. Markham fucceeded Mr. Fowke, he ordered 
him to repeat the demand, which he did with frequent, and almoft 
daily importunity ; limiting the demand to fifteen hundred, after- 
wards to one thoufand. To this demand (he adds) ‘‘ you returned 
‘* evafive anfwers, nor to this hour have you contributed a fingle 
‘* horfeman.” | 

The Rajah in reply fays, that when required to fend a fupply of 
horfe, he fent Mr. Haftings a particular account of al] in his fervice, 
amounting to one thoufand three hundred, but received no anfwer. 
Mr. Markham delivered him an order for one thoufand. He col- 
lected five hundred, and five hundred burkendaffes, and told Mr. 
Markham they were ready to go wherever ordered. ‘* No anfwer 
‘* came from you (fays Cheyt Sing,) and I remained aftonifhed at 
«+ the caufe of it. Repeatedly I afked Mr..Markham about an. 
‘* anfwer to my letter relative to the horfe ; he told me he did not 
‘¢ know the reafons why no anfwer had been fent. I remained. 
‘+ aftonifhed.” 7 | 

Lord Thurlow commented upon every part of this anfwer, which 


he affirmed to be impudently falfe, and that the means of detection 
were 
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were at“hand. Mr. Haftings well knew that it was totally falfe. 
Mr. Markham contradicted it in every particular as he had already 
‘explained. His Lordfhip faid, that as the demand of cavalry, as 
well as every other meafure taken by Mr. Haftings towards Cheyt 
‘Sing from the date of 1778, was ftated broadly to be taken in order 
to ruin him, he would cal] to the recollection Gt their Lordihips 
the very particular advice and orders given to Mr. Markham on his 
leaving Calcutta to procced to Benares in January 1781. He was 
defired to behave to Cheyt Sing on all occafions with kindnefs, 
mildnefs, and civility ; and to avoid the conduét of his predeceffor, 
‘Mr. Graham, who Mr. Haftings thought had behaved harfhly and 
rudely on fome occafions to Cheyt Sing. Lord Thurlow defired 
they would ‘bear ‘this circumftance in mind, when they confidered 
the very ftrong and pointed facts ftated by Mr. Graham againft 
Cheyt Sing, and they would fubtraét as much as they pleafed from 
the weight of that gentleman’s ‘teftimony, in confcquence of the 
idea Mr. Haftings entertained of his being a prejudiced man. But 
no fuch objection could be made to Mr. Markham’s evidence. He 
appears, on all occafions, to have followed the advice of Mr. Haft- 
ings, to have treated the Rajah as a friend, and to have exerted 
himifclf all in his power to fave him from that ruin which his folly 
and difaffection brought upon him. ‘* He will not allow me to be 
** his friend (fays Mr. Markham ina letter to Mr. Haftings.) He is 
“« furrounded by bad advifers, who tell him of a French invafion, 
«* of the Mahrattas entering our provinces, and that he fhould not 
‘« fend us the cavalry, until he fees what turn our affairs will 
“© take.”—Look, my Lords (faid Lord Thurlow,) at the fitu- 
ation of Bengal at that moment. Prior to the agreement which 
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fecured the return of the Mahratta army from Cuttack, every 
thing hoftile was to be expected. If Mr. Haftings had not pur- 
chafed the retreat of that army for money in April, 1781, it would 
undoubtedly have entered Bengal as an enemy in May. In that 
event, it is equally clear that Bimbajce Boofla would have entered 
Bahar, at the head of a numerous army of horfe. While matters 
remained in this uncertainty it was that Cheyt Sing acted in the 
manner already mentioned: and afterwards, on hearing from Cal- 
cutta that he was likely to be feverely punifhed, he made an offer 
of twenty lacks, and then of twenty-two and a half lacks, to buy 
off both the demand of cavalry, and the war fubfidy. But on 
receiving fubfequent intelligence from Calcutta, he broke off the 
negotiation altogether; and that which Mr. Anderfon calls an in- 
direct offer, the charge affirms to have becn an offer which Mr. 
Haftings refufed to accept. 

Having argued this point moft fully, and appealed to the evi- 
dence given on both fides in fupport of his arguments, his Lordfhip 
concluded by moving, ‘‘ That the Commons had made good the 
“¢ firft article in fo far as it refpected the demand of cavalry from 
«« Cheyt Sing.” 

The Earl of CAERNARVON contended, that the demand had 
been made with a view to its not being complied with, in order to 
Jay the ground for the fubfequent proceedings at the time projected 
and determined on by Mr. Haftings. In fupport of this the Earl 
faid, it was clear to his mind that Mr. Haftings had projected all 
the meafures that he afterwards put in practice againft Cheyt Sing 
long before he demanded any cavalry, and that the manner in which 
the demand was entered in the minute of confultation, viz. ‘‘ for 
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** fuch part of the cavalry entertained in his fervices as he can {pare,” 
implied either that ‘the Governor General was confcious that he 
had no right to expect obedience from the Rajah in this particular, 
or that he did not expect that the demand either could or would be 
complied with. The words of the minute, ‘* Such part of the ca- 
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‘* valry entertained in his fervice as he can fpare,” implied and ad- 
mitted exercife of difcretion in Cheyt Sing as to the number that he 
could furnifh ; and if he thought he could not fpare any, he neither 
acted contumacioufly, nor ought in candour to have been confidered 
as having deferved punifhment. If the Governor General had a 
right to expect obedience refpecting the cavalry, why did he not 
make his demand in a direct, abfolute, and peremptory manner, 
inftead of ftating it in terms fo infidious and deccitful? His Lorde 
fhip enforced this by much argument, and differed entirely from 
the noble and learned Word in his inferences and deductions on 
the fubject. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he was not a little furprifed 
to find the noble and learned Lord felect from the article refpeGing 
Benares, a few points not even ftated as a fubftantive charge, but 
alledged merely as facts of a fecondary nature, and introduced as 
corroborating circumftances, to fhew the colour and complexion of 
every part of the fyftem of conduct purfued by Mr. Haftings, re- 
fpecting the Rajah Cheyt Sing. His Lordfhip replied to feveral of 
the arguments of the noble and learned Lord who fpake firft, parti- 
cularly explaining the caufe of the minute of the Council of the 2d 
of November, 1780, by ftating that it originated with Sir Eyre 
Coote’s prior recommendation, and that its having been adopted on 
that day arofe from a confcioufnefs of its being an advifeable mea- 
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fure. After ftating various parts of the evidence, his Lordfhip 
faid, he could not help viewing the tranfactjon in all its circum- 
{tances in a diffcrent light, and that he confequently. drew very 
different conclufions from thofe ftated by the noble and learned 
Lord. ) 

The Lord Chancellor added, that he muft take Mr. Haftings’s 
account of his own actions in preference to any other evidence what- 
ever. He had diftinctly ftated in his defence before the Houfe of 
Commons, that he moved the refolution for calling upon the Rajah 
for cavalry, and therefore fuch muft be taken to be the fact. Be- 
fore he fat down, he repeated that he did not conccive the noble and 
learned Lord would have ftated the facts mentioned relative to the 
cavalry as a fubftantive charge. 

Lord THURLOW, in reply, faid, that it had been agreed to 
take cach criminal accufation on which a difference of opinion ex- 
ifted, {cparately. ‘The claufe relative to the cavalry was expreffly 
{tated to conta:n criminal matter. Mr. Haftings was accufed of 
making a demand which he had no right to make, and to make it 
from malicious and revengeful motives, with a farther view of ha- 
rafling, oppreffing, and ruining Cheyt Sing. What was the ground 
of the whole charge? Malice. From malicious motives the demand 
of military aid is ftated to"have been made in 1778, 1779, and 1780. 
From the fame malice was the demand of the cavalry alfo ftated to be 
made: in the view of the profecutors therefore, it was one of the moft 
material parts of the whole charge. He profeffed himfelf much 
obliged to the noble and learned Lord, for having fet him right in 
one point, and he would be equally obliged to any-noble Lord who 
would at any time correct his errors. Their Lordthips, he was fure, 

I 2 would 


( 36 ) ; 


would give him credit for meaning to lay before them, with the 
ftrictcft impartiality; all the evidence that bore on every point 
either for, or againft the defendant. In the cafe alluded to by the 
learned Lord, trufting to the proceedings of the council on the 
2d of November, 1780, he had faid, that the vote to call upon 
Cheyt Sing for cavalry did not appear to be paffed on the motion 
of any particular member. It was agreed now, that the idea ori- 
ginated with Sir Eyre Coote. That was a point fully eftablifhed 
by the evidence, and confequently the charge fet out completely 
wrong. But on looking at the defence of Mr. Haftings, he 
found that gentleman faid, ‘* I moved in council that Cheyt Sing 
** be required to furnifh fuch cavalry as he can fpare; and this 
‘*« was done by the advice and recommendation of Sir Eyre Coote.” 
His Lordfhip added, that he thought himfelf bound to inform the 
court why this particular expreffion had flipped his memory. The 
fact was, that he had paid very little attention indeed to the de~ 
fence delivered by Mr. Haftings at the bar of the Houfe of Com« 
mons to this article. He knew it to be a rule of law, that a 
man was to be bound by his own defence, and that any thing con- 
tained in it might be taken againft himifelf. Their Lordthips, 
however, had full evidence before them, that not a line of the de- 
fence on the Benares charge was written by Mr. Haftings ; and all 
the objectionable parts of it which had been relied upon in order 
to fhew malice, were actually inferted after Mr. Haftings had heard 
the other parts read once curforily over. To a defence prefented, 
not in reply to the Benares article now before their Lordfhips, but 
to a charge on which the article was founded, he fhould not pay 
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rhuch attention, and particularly where the facts ftated in it were: 
fully difproved. ; 

The circumftances under which Mr. Haftings delivered his de- 
fence to the immenfe volumes of charges brought before the Com-. 
mons, had been fully explained. He took to himfelf to anf{wer 
what he conceived to be the moft important part of. the charges, and. 
the defence of the Benares charge was entrufted to Mr. Halhed, a- 
gentleman of fplendid abilities, and great information, but of too 
high a genius to attend minutely to the {trict accuracy of his facts, 
and certainly better calculated to explain a prophecy, if Mr. Haft- 
ings had wanted him for fuch.a.purpofe,. than for.a laborious: 
inveftigation of the Company’s records. The manner in which. 
Mr. Haftings’s defence had been written—the reafons which in- 
duced that gentleman to confide in others the compofition of parts | 
of that defence, while he anfwered what he conceived:the moft. 
material parts himfelf, had been fo fully explained to their Lord- 
fhips, that he believed, they would not Jay any ftrefs on particular. 
expreffions: which were not an anfwer to the articles now before. 
their Lordthips, but to charges preferred by an individual member - 
to the laft Houfe of Commons. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, in reply to what bal Thur- 
Jow had faid of the amount of Cheyt Sing’s cavalry, . declared,. 
that he could pay no attention to the affidavit of Mahomed Myer ; . 
and confidering the circumftances. under which they were taken,- 
he did not think them entitled to credit. . 

Lord THURLOW infifted, that the affidavits were evidence,.. 
adduced not by the defendant, but by the profecutors, who had 
not in any one inftance endeavoured to deftroy their credit ; con-. 
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fequently, under every rule of law they muft be received as full 
and complete evidence, as far as they went. 

On the queftion being put, it was declared that the Not-contents 
had it, and this part of the charge was con{cquently negatived. 

The next part Lord Thurlow fpoke to was, the charge of a 
confpiracy entered into by Mr. Haftings with the Vizier, for the 
fale of Cheyt Sing’s diftricts. his, his Lordfhip faid, he need 
not dwell upon, as it refted folely on the evidence afforded by the 
lettcr of Mr. Anderfon. After a few words, therefore, on that 
letter, his Lordfhip moved a queftion in the ufual form, on the 
fubje@t of that part of the firft article; when, on putting it to 
vote, the chairman declared that the Nof-contents had it nemine 
diffentiente. 

Lord Thurlow then rofe to move a queftion on the next part 
of the charge, which was, that in farther profecution of his ma- 
licious intentions, and with a view to harafs, opprefs, and ruin 
Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings, in January, 1751, accufed him of bee 
ing in arrear in the payment of his kift, and particularly that 
part of it which was appropriated to the payment of Saadut Ally’s 
penfion: that the charge was falfe, as he had paid up his kifts 
with the utmoft regularity ; that it was made in peremptory and 
infulting language, and with a view to drive the Rajah to fome act 
of defperation. His Lordfhip expreffed his fincere concern, that 
a charge fo worded, without a fhadow of evidence to fupport it, 
but with the fulleft evidence to difprove it, fhould have been made 
in the name of the Houfe of Commons. Tle again defired to be 
underftood to impute no blame to them; they were not refponfible 
for the infinite number of allegations that were to be found, in 
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proof of which nothing had been offered; but he was aftonifhed ~ 
at the careleffnefs and want of attention of their agents. Even in 
juftice to them, however, he would fay, ‘that if they had feen 
one document, which had fince been produced in evidence, the 
charge could not have been preferred. The facts, as they now 
appeared in the evidence, were thefe :—Cheyt Sing was bound by 
his agreement to pay his kifts month by month, cither at Benarcs, 
in cafh, or by bills on Calcutta. If paid in cafh at Benares, they 
were to be paid the day they were due; if by bills on Calcutta, 
thofe bills were to be made payable fifty-one days after each kilt 
became due. So early as March, 1776, complaints were made of 
his unpunctuality, and then, on a promife to Mr. Fowke, the 
yefident, that he would be more punctual in future, Mr. Fowke 
fays, he has ventured to tell him that he fhall not be fimed for his 
paft unpunctuality. ; 

Thefe complaints were renewed at different periods: but on the’ 
17th of December, 1780, Mr. Fowke writes expreflly to Mr. 
Haftings, that the Rajah had of late been very dilatory in the pay- 
ment of his kifts, and particularly that part of it which was appro- 
priated to the payment of Saadut Ally’s ftipend. It appears then. 
from this evidence, that not a doubt can remain of the perfect pro- 
priety of Mr. Haftings’s conduct, in writing the letter which he 
did to Cheyt Sing, in confequence of a complaint from. the public 
refident, Mr. Fowke., 

But if the defendant had not brought forward all this evidence, 
his Lordfhip contended, that the cafe, as it ftood for the profe- 
cution, proved the unpunctuality of Cheyt Sing, and confequently 
would have juftified Mr. Haftings.. 

Their 
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Their firitt document was an account or journal from the India 
Houfe, tranfmitted from Bengal in April, 1782, which proved that 
all the kifts for 1780, and to May, 1781, were paid; but when 
they were paid did not appear. The conclufion drawa by the Ma- 
agers was, that they were paid month by month—a conclufion 
which they themfelves overturned in the next page, wiiere they 
produce two letters from Mr. Fowke, the firft dated Benares, the 
ath of December, 1780, acknowledging the receipt of bills for 
the kift due on the 41h of November. The fecond, dated the 13th 
of January, 1781, in which he acknowledges the receipt in cafh 
at Benares, of the kift due on the 475 of December ; confequently 
the Managers themfelves prove, that in one inftance there was a 
delay of one month and three days; in another, of one month and 
nine days. 

The Managers obferved to their Lordfhips, that they would 
prove by oral teffimony afterwards, that it was the cuftom of the 
country to pay one month under another. Had they fo done, faid 
Lord Thurlow, then they would have made out their charge; but 
to do fo was impofible. All the written evidence proved, and Mr. 
Markham by his oral teftimony confirmed it, that Cheyt Sing was 
-bound by his agreement to pay each month’s kift as it became due, 
He paid his kifts punctually, faid Mr. Markham, when on the 
‘days they became due he gave the amount in cafh to the refident, or 
bills on Calcutta, payable fifty-one days after date. He would 
not detain their Lordthips longer with r marks on fo groundlefs a 
ccharge——a charge that ought not to ha:e ‘been made at all, and 
which had .becn difproved even by the Managers themfelves. His 
Lordfhip then moved, ‘‘ That the Commons had made good the 
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‘* firft article, as it related to Cheyt Sing’s unpunctuality in the 
‘¢ payment of his kifts in the year 1780.” =, 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that however noble Lords 
might differ on other parts of the charge, they muft be clear that 
this was fully made out. Whether the terms in which the charge 
was couched were correct, he would not fay, but it was clear that 
Mr. Haftings had accufed Cheyt Sing of unpunctuality without 
any juft caufe; fince, in fact, he paid within the period prefcribed 
to him. He was allowed fifty-one days grace, and he paid for 
December 1780, and January 1781, in thirty-three and forty days 
after the kifts became due. 

Lord THURLOW faid, he was really aftonifhed at the miftake 
which the noble and learned Lord had committed: he was afraid 
he was mifled by the fyllabus then before him. But if he would 
look at the evidence, he would fee that the unpunctuality of Cheyt 
Sing was completely proved. He was not allowed fifty-one days 
grace as the learned Lord fuppofed. He was to pay his kifts when 
duc, but he had the option of paying in cafh at Benares, or by bills 
on Calcutta, at fifty-one days date. He would not go over the 
ground again; but though Cheyt Sing was unpunctual, Mr. Haft- 
ings had been filent, until the complaint of the public refident in- 
duced him to write to the Rajah. 

The Lords called for the queftion, which was immediately put 
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Turespay, March 10. 

Their Lordfhips having gone into a Committee on the articles of 
the impeachment, | 

Lord THURLOW rofe, and called the confideration of the 
Committee to that clanfe of the firft article, which contained the 
charge of having illegally delegated the powers of the Governor and 
Council to himfelf when Mr. Haftings went to Benares, and there 
ordered the arreft of Cheyt Sing. His Lordfhip went over the ar- 
guments advanced on this charge by the Managers of the Houfe of 
Commons, and the evidence adduced in fupport of it, and con- 
tended, that the full and fufficient anfwer to each would be found in 
the hiftory of the government of the Company’s poffeffions in India, 
ever fince they held any fort of fovereignty in that country. His 
Lordfhip ftated the feveral precedents to be met with in that hiftory, 
that proved the practice to have been no novelty whatever, but on 
the contrary, that it had been reforted to on various occafions, 
where the perfon entrufted with the higheft office in the civil and 
military department had left Calcutta, and gone into the interior or 
diftant parts of the Company’s fettlements or dependencies for pur- 
pofes of ftate policy or neceflity. The precedents he cited were 
thofe of 1763 and 1765, when Mr. Vanfittart and Lord Clive held 
the firft office in the Company’s fervice, and the recent inftance 
of Lord Cornwallis in the courfe of the late war with Tippoo Saib. 
His Lordfhip juft ufed a curfory argument on the obvious neceffity 
and advantage of a Governor General having a right to delegate 
and affume to himfelf the powers of government, on great and 
emergent occafions, and faid, he deemed the precedents he had 
quoted amounted to an ample juftification of the conduct of Mr. 
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Haftings, in delegating the powers of the Governor General and 
Council, and vefting them in his own perfon, when he went to 
Benares. He therefore moved, ** That the Commons had made 
‘* good that claufe of the article which contained the charge againft 
‘* Mr. Haftings of having illegally delegated the powers of the 
‘¢ Governor General and Council, when he went to Benares.” 

On the queftion being put, the Nof-contents had it. 

Lord Thurlow next proceeded to what paffled on Mr. Hafiings’s 
arrival at Benares, his arreft of Cheyt Sing, and all the confe- 
quences that followed ; the part of the article containing which, as 
fet forth by the Commons, he admitted to be a grave, ferious, and 
weighty charge ; it was the laft and the moft material link in the 
whole chain. Malice was the principal ingredient in the whole 
charge, which hitherto their Lordfhips had negatived. In order to 
underftand it clearly, and to afcertain how far it was criminal on the 
part of Mr. Haftings, it would be neceffary, his Lordfhip faid, 
to examine all the facts and circumftances, and to confider the 
motives that Iced to each, and the effects they feverally produced, 
calmly and impartially. But previous to his entering into a confi- 
deration of this important part of the fubject, there were certain 
obfervations which he fhould trouble their Lordfhips with, and 
they appeared to be fo very material, as, in his opinion, to require 
their ferious confidcration. Their Lordfhips all recollected, that at 
the clofe of the year 1783, a bill was brought into Parliament by 
Mr. Fox, whofe name the bill bore; which had for its object the 
affumption of the power of the Eaft India Company, by com- 
maiffioners to be appointed by Parliament. That bill was ultimately 
rejected, and the fucceeding adminiftration brought in another bill, 
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which left the management of their affairs in the hands of the Eaft 
India Company, fubject to the active controul of a Board, to whofe 
fituation refponfibility was annexed. However different thefe bills 
might have been in various particulars, yet in ove they both nearly 
concurred. It was affumed as a fact in the firft bill, that great oppref- 
fions had been practifed in India upon Rajahs, Zemindars, Polygars, 
&c. It did happen, and rather unfortunately, that the fact of the 
exiftence of thofe opprefions was fuppofed to be /o clear, as to fuper- 
fede the neceffity of proof, andaccordingly, a claufe which was ori- 
ginally inferted in Mr. Fox’s bill, was afterwards copied, though 
modified in fome degree, into the bill of Mr. Pitt, and of courfe be- 
camealaw. The claufe to which he alluded was the 29th of the In- 
dia~Regulating a& of 1784, commonly known by the name of Mr. 
Pitt’s India bill. That claufe, after affirming that complaints ave 
prevailed that divers Rajahs, Zemindars, Polygars, Talookdars, &c. | 
within the Britith territories in India, have been unjuftly deprived of, 
or compelled to abandon and relinquifh their feveral lands, &c. &c. 
enacts, that the principles of juftice, and the honour of this coun- 
try, require that fuch complaints fhould be forthwith inquired into, 
and fully inveftigated, and if founded in truth, effectually redreffed. 
His Lordfhip obferved, that this claufe appeared to him precifely 
to meet, and to be intended to meet, the cafe of Cheyt Sing. In- 
deed he knew no other perfon under the Bengal government to 
whom it could apply. Let their Lordfhips confider for a moment 
how they ftood. Not only was the law pofiive as to an immediate 
invefiigation of the juftice of this perfon’s expulfion, (and of courfe 
he muft prefume the cafe had been fully inquired into by thofe who 
were bound by the law to make the inquiry) but the ftate of India 
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had been annually laid before the Houfe of Commons for the laft 
eight years ; and a particular account was prefented and printed of 
the various refources of the feveral governments in India.. Under 
the head of Bengal Refources, which amounted in the whole, to five 
millions and a half fterling, one of the articles was Benares revenue, 
four hundred and thirty thoufand pounds; that very revenue which 
the Commons have declared it criminal in Mr. Haftings to create, 
has been publicly received, and treated as a never-failing annual 
refource, as indeed it has hitherto turned out. If then, faid Lord 
Thurlow, the fame body which has impeached Mr. Haftings for 
this act of creating the revenue, has continued for twelve years to 
receive it; if the law pofitively enjoining the Company and the 
King’s Minifters to reftore Cheyt Sing, if he were unjuftly dif- 
poffeffed, has been obeyed, as no doubt it had been, muft it not 
appear moft fingular and extraordinary to their Lordfhips, that this 
charge was preferred, and infifted upon to the laft? The only ufe 
which he wifhed their Lordfhips to make of the preceding remarks 
was, that it might induce them carefully to look at the nature of 
the accufation, and compare it with the proofs. Having troubled 
their Lordfhips fo much on the preceding day on the fubject of that 
part of the letter of Mr. Haftings to Cheyt Sing, and‘his anfwer 
relative to the cavalry ; having proved, by a reference to the evi- 
glence, not only that the letter itfelf was impudently falfe, but that 
Cheyt Sing muft have been convinced that Mr. Haftings knew it 
to be falfe, he fhould now proceed to the other parts of that letter, 
which a noble and learned Lord had declared not orly to be humble 
and fubmiflive, but to contain alfo a full and fatisfactory reply to 
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His Lordfhip then proceeded to the firft article of accufation in 
the claufe, which was, that when Mr. Haftings arrived at Benares, 
he wrote a letter to Cheyt Sing, containing charges which were falfe, 
malicious, and wicked; and that Cheyt Sing’s anfwer to thofe 
charges was a complete juftification of his conduct. His Lordfhip 
faid, he fhould next confider the remaining charges and the Rajah’s 
replies. Mr. Haftings tells him, that after having folemnly pro- 
mifed to pay the war fubfidy of 1780, he had difappointed him, 
and that the difappointment was attended with very unhappy confe- 
quences, and might eventually have occafioned the total lofs of 
Colonel Camac’s detachment. That the difappointment was at- 
tended with very ferious confequences, has been fully eftablifhed by 
the evidence before their Lordfhips’ court. To this charge the 
Rajah replies, that he obeyed the orders with the utmoft alacrity—that 
he firft paid one lack—then one lack and feventy thoufand rupees— 
then wrote to require the:time, and receiving noanfwer, as it was no 
time for delay, he completed the payment of the remainder at cer- 
tain dates, -which he fpecified. Lord Thurlow faid, that a reference 
to the evidence would convince their Lordfhips that this anfwer 
alfo was falfe in all its parts, and Cheyt Sing could not be ignorant 
that Mr. Haftings knew it to be falfe. As foon as he had paid one 
lack, which he did not do until the sth of Auguft, 1780, though 
the demand was made in the latter end of June, he peremptorily 
refufed to pay the refident any farther fum, until he got an anfwer 
to a letter he had written to Mr. Haftings, requiring farther time 
to difpofe of his effects. Tothis reprefentation the Rajah faid, he 
received no an{wer ; though a reply was immediately fent, ftrongly 
expreffive of the Board’s difpleafure at his excufes, which, they 
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faid, they knew to be futile. What was the excufe? That Cheyt. 
Sing had difpofed of all his property, and wanted ¢/me to raife the 
required f{um—an excufe which their Lordfhips alfo knew to be fu- 
tile. This difpleafure of the Board had not the effect of procuring 
the payment, which was not finally made until the 18th of Odcto- 
ber, 1780, although the Rajah does not deny that he promifed im- 
mediate payment in the month of July. It was clear, therefore,. 
from the evidence, that to the two charges preferred by Mr. Haft- 
ings, the anfwers were of that nature as well to deferve the defcrip- 
tion given of them: that they were unfatisfactory in fubftance,. the 
evidence fully proves. . 

In the clofe of his letter, Mr. Haftings mentions the: difordered 
{tate of the police throughout the Zemindary.. Cheyt Sing affures 
him in reply, that he paid the utmoft attention to that important 
object. Their Lordfhips. hada great mafs of evidence before them, 
which proved. the falfhood of this reply alfo. The defective ftate 
of the police had been a fubject of very general complaint for years, 
and in no one inftance did it appear that redrefs was afforded by 
Cheyt Sing. As to the ftyle of the letter; the humble expreffions 
it contained ; the avowal that he was the flave of Mr. Haftings.; 
it amounted to juft as much as an Englifhman figning himfelf the 
moft obedient and faithful fervant of a man, whom his letter offended, 
and was meant to offend, in every. other line of it. It was not 
poffible that Mr. Haftings, fo many years refident in India, fo 
well acquainted. with the forms of correfpondence, fhould have 
remarked. on the offenfive ftyle of the letter in his addrefs to the 
Board, unlefs the remark was well founded. As to its being pal- 
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pably and grofily falfe in every particular, Lord Thurlow had no 
hefitation in faying that it was fully proved to be fo by the evidence 
before their Lordthips. 

The next allegation was, that Mr. Haftings put the Rajah under 
an arrcft, as it is faid, in another claufe, for the purpofe of extort- 
ing a fine of forty or fifty lacks of rupees from him. He would 
not advert to the circumftance of the intention never having been 
communicated tothe Rajah ; but as this was ftated to be the real and 
weighty accufation of the charge, he would examine it fairly and 
diftinctly with the evidence. 

Firft then, it was perfectly clear, from declarations anxioufly 
made by Mr. Haftings himfelf, that when he left Calcutta in July, 
1781, he intended to levy a fine of forty or fifty lacks of rupees 
from the Rajah. Left the world fhould doubt his having really 
formed fuch an intention fo early, he called upon Mr. Wheeler, 
Mr. Anderfon, and Major Palmer, to prove the communications 
which he made to them upon this fubject before he left Calcutta. 
On his arrival at Boglepore, Mr. Markham met him, and he 
communicated his intention to him alfo. Mr. Markham obferved, 
that it was a very large fum, and that he believed the Rajah’s re- 
venues had been over-rated at Calcutta. To this remark Mr. Hatt- 
ings replied, ‘* We will talk farther on this fubject at Benares,” 
meaning moft obvioufly, and as Mr. Markham fays he underftood 
him to mean, that if the Rajah’s wealth and his revenucs were 
lefs than Mr. Haftings had fuppofed them to be, he would take 
afmaller fum. Confidering the wealth, which, as it was after- 
wards proved, the Rajah did poffefs, and the nature of his offences, 
Lord Thurlow faid, he had no hefitation in giving it as his 
opinion, that Mr. Haftings had not cxcecded the bounds of mode- 
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ration and juftice, in fixing the amount of the fine at forty or fifty 
lacks. By fo doing, he would have punifhed a man notorioufly 
difaffeéted ; he would have deprived him of part of the means of 
rcfifting the authority of the fovercign ftate in future, and he 
would very materially have relieved the exigencies of the Company, 
which were at that time in the higheft degree alarming. But if 
there were noble Lords who thought the fine beyond the offence, 
ftill, his Lordfhip faid, unlcfs fome finifter motives were imputed 
to Mr. Haftings as the ground of his procecdings, he could not 
conceive how it would be poflible to impute criminality to him. 
As for himfelf, Lord Thurlow faid, he was decidedly of opinion, 
from the evidence, that Mr. Haftings would have been jutftified in 
depriving Cheyt Sing of his zemindary altogether. If there was 
any noble Lord who believed, that in all, or any of the preceding 
meafures Mr. Haftings was actuated by malice, or by any other 
than public motives, then Mr. Haftings was guilty of a crime of a 
very high nature indeed. 

Having confidered the circumftance of the arreft as connected 
with the intention of levying a fine (and in this, as in every other 
country, fines are a branch of public revenuc) he would now pro- 
ceed to the charge, which ftated, that the arreft difgraced Cheyt 
Sing in the eyes of his fubjects. There was full evidence to 
prove that it could have had no fuch effe@—lIt was next afferted in 
the charge, that the act difgraced the Englith in the eyes of all Hin- 
doftan; it was fully proved in evidence, that no fuch difgrace at- 
tached to them from this act; that the Rajah wrote Ictters of defpon- 
‘dency and alarm, and that Mr. Haftings took little notice of them ; 
it is in proof that he wrote to the Rajah, to fet his mind at reft, and 

H to 


( 50 ) 

to be under no alarm or uncafinefs. It was next ftated, that a /udden 
fray rofe in confequence of the outrages offered to the Rajah, and that 
the guard was deftroyed by the fury of the populace. Jord Thurlow 
faid, that it appeared manifeftly clear from the evidence of Colonel 
Popham, Lieutenant Birrcl, Mr. Markham, anda variety of affida- 
vits, that the populace were entirely unconcerned on the occafion. 
Ie would ftate it the more particularly, becaufe a noble and learned 
Lord (Loughborough) had, on a former day, called the bufinefs 
a fudden affray, fuddenly provoked by the infolence of a chubdar, 
called Cheyt Ram. The circumftances were thefe, as appeared by 
all the evidence: after Mr. Markham had put Cheyt Sing under 
an arreft, the orders which he left with the commanding officer of 
the party were unfortunatcly difregarded, and feveral perfons who 
had commanded bodies of troops which accompanied Cheyt Sing to 
Buxar were admitted to his prefence. ‘The officer early faw the 
dangerous confequence of his imprudence, and difcovered at the 
fame time that the two companies of fepoys which he commanded 
had no ammunition. Intelligence was fent of this neglect to Co- 
lonel Popham, and at the fame time confiderable bodies of men 
were obferved croffing the river in boats from Ramnagur to She- 
wallah. With the company, therefore, that went with a fupply 
of ammunition, a meflage was fent from Mr. Haftings, which, 
Mr. Markham fays, they were obliged to make a verbal meffage, 
becaufe the durbar was broke up, and there was no moonfhee to 
write a letter. The purport of this mefflage was, that if a life 
were loft, Cheyt Sing fhould anfwer it. Cheyt Ram, who was 
inftructed to deliver this meffage, was an old man, near feventy 
years of age, who had always been employed both by Mr. Mark- 
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ham and his predeceffor, in delivering meffages to Cheyt Sing, in 
the fame manner as a man of fimilar degree was employed in car- 
rying meflages from Cheyt Sing to Mr. Markham. Noble Lords 
would obferve, that the meffage was couched in terms of menace— 
and neceffarily fo couched, for it was intended by that meflage not 
to provoke the tumult, but, if poffible, to prevent it, by exciting 
Cheyt Sing’s apprehenfions for his own fate. This man accom- 
panied the party that Licutenant Birrel commanded, and being 
known, was permitted to pafs on to the prefence of the Rajah, 
where he delivered his meffage, as fome affidavits fay, paffionately 
and violently ; and it was very natural for the men who had made 
thofe affidavits to conceive fo, even though the chubdar had merely 
delivered the meflage precifely as it was given to him. But whe- 
ther he delivered it as the affidavits ftate it; whether, as Mr. 
Markham thinks, he did not ftep beyond the commiffion that was 
entrufted to him, it is proved, beyond all poffibility of doubt, 
unlefs the Court conceive all the witneffes to have been perjured, 
that the attack began from the Rayjah’s troops «vztbour, before 
Cheyt Ram had delivered the meflage wzthin. Lieutenant Birrell 
diftin@ly fwears, that atter his company appeared in front of She- 
wallah, they were inftantly fired upon, and feveral were killed and 
wounded by the firft difcharge. This was the fignal for the flaugh- 
ter within. The juit conclufion, then, from all the evidence was 
this, that as foon as Mr. Markham had quitted the Rajah, and 
his feveral commanders were imprudently admitted to his prefence, 
meafures were taken for his refcue. Four thoufand regular forces 
were collected in a fhiort time, and the refcue was effected. Lis 
Lordfhip defired noble Lords would attend to the next ftep taken 
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by Cheyt Sing, Meflengers were fent to Fyzabad, as appeared by 
Mr. Markham’s evidence, to communicate what had happened 
to the Berum; this was on the 16th, and by the a1ft of Auguft, 
large bodies of troops were in motion on the road from Fyzabad, 
a circumftance which, among many others, proved a previous con- 
cert between Chcyt Sing and the Begum. 

It was clear, therefore, Lord Thurlow faid, that the refcue was 
not occafioned by the meffage delivered by Cheyt Ram; that it was 
not the confequence of a fudden affray ; that the populace were ig- 
norant of all that was paffing, fince it is proved that no one inha- 
bitant of Benarcs was a party to the affair. The ncxt queftion ta 
confider was, whether the arre{t was in itfelf fo difgraceful, as to 
drive the Rajah to refiftance, rather than to fubmit to fuch an in- 
dignity? Here, his Lordfhip faid, they had the evidence of every 
gentleman examined, to prove that it was no more an indignity to 
him, than it would be to any other perfon. It was in proof that 
arrefts were common throughout the country, and the only mode 
of proceeding. In 1772, Mahomed Reza Cawn, the Naib Subah 
of Bengal, was arrefted, and brought down a prifoner to Calcutta, 
by orders from the Court of Directors. In 1789, the Rajah of Burd- 
wan, aman infinitely higher in rank than Cheyt Sing, was fined 
five thoufand rupees by Lord Cornwallis, for not immediately 
obeying orders relative to the tranfmiffion of fome revenue papers 
to Calcutta ; and on a delay of payment, he was ordered to be ar- 
refted, and if he did not pay the money in twenty-four hours 
after his arreft, to be fent a prifoner to Calcutta. It was clear, 
therefore, that unlefs Cheyt Sing had conceived himfelf ripe for re- 
fiftance, he would have fubmitted to the arreft, and by that means 
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have prevented all the confequences which he perfonally fuffered by 
h:s difobedience. As tothe remaining part of this allegation, Lord 
Tsurlow faid, he fhould not go particularly into it, until he heard 
the fent:ments of other noble Lords. Mr. Haftings was charged with 
criminality, for refufing, after the Rajah was in open rebellion, 
to ]iften to his propofals of accommodation. He prefumed, 
until he heard the contrary, that no noble Lord would think Mr. 
Hattings could have liftened to overtures, which all the teftimony 
plainly evinced were made with an intent to lull him into temporary 
{ccurity. To treat with Cheyt Sing, appeared to his Lordfhip 
to be impoffible, and that was the general opinion. Mr. Haftings 
had wifcly corrected, in the new arrangements, the miftakes of the 
former. He raifed the Company’s rent to forty lacks of rupees—a 
fum which the country could well afford to pay, becaufe it had paid 
it from the year 1782 to this day. He would not allow the new 
Rajah to retain forts nor a military force, and what Mr. Haftings 
left imperfect, Lord Cornwallis very wifcly made completely per- 
fect, by placing the Rajah on the footing of every Bengal zemin- 
dar, and committing the entire government of the country to the 
Englifh refident. 

His Lordthip faid, that in the fettlement made with Cheyt Sing 
in 1775, there appeared to him to be a radical defect. The Rajah 
was placed fo near to independence, that the moment he conceived 
it to be within his grafp, he naturally attempted to attain it. On 
reading the minutes of that day, Mr. Barwell appeared to him 
to fee the matter in its true point of view: he would either have 
made the Rajah completely independent, or have placed him en- 


tirely under the control of the Britifh government. 
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His Lordfhip faid, he was not aware that he had omitted to 
ftate any material point; but he trufted in their Lordfhips’ indul- 
gence for permiffion to intrude upon them again, if neccfiary ; and 
would now content himfelf with moving, ‘* That the Commons 
‘¢ had made good the firft article, in as far as it related to Mr. 
‘« Haftings’s preferring falfe and malicious charges againft Chceyt 
‘« Sing, and arrefting his perfon.” 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, that if he had formed an 
erroncous judgment, he anxioufly wifhed to change his opinion ; 
but nothing that he had yet heard had induced him to alter it; nor 
had any of the many obfervations which the noble and learned Lord 
had made, taken off the impreffion which the facts ftated in the 
charge had made on his mind. It had not been provec, to his 
conviction at leaft, that the delegation of the powers of the Gover- 
nor ‘General and Council to himfelf, alledged in the former part of 
the charge, was legal; or, admitting for a moment that it was a 
Icval delegation, it had not been proved that the delegation had been 
made for any fuch ufe and purpofe as the defendant made of it, by 
arrefting Cheyt Sing, and treating him with all the indignity and 
rigour that he had compelled him toendure. The noble and Icarned 
Lord had {tated various precedents of delegation of the powers of 
the chief in office in India and his Council, to that chief; but he 
utterly denied that there was the f{malleft analogy in any one of 
thofe precedents to the cafe in queftion. In the cafes cited by the 
noble Lord of the delegation of the powers of the Britifh govern- 
ment in India to the chief in office, they were every one of them 
aclegations of power for the exprefs purpofe of enabling the chicf 
to perform a fingle, ftated, and important aét, with a view to the 
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attainment of fome one great and fpecific object, Taking it for 
granted, therefore,.that the delegation of the powers to Mr. Haft- 
ings was legally made, let their Lordthips look to the minute of 
the Board, entered on the confultations, to fee for what exprefs 
purpofe it had been made. The minute ftated, that the Governor 
General was invefted with ‘* full power and authority to form fuch 
‘* arrangements with the Rajah of Benares, for the better govern- 
‘* ment and management of his zemindary, and to perform fuch 
** acts for the improvement of the intereft which the Company 
‘* poffeffes in it, as he fhall think fit and confonant to the mu- 
‘* tual engagements fubfifting between the Company and the Ra- 
«© jah.” | 

His Lordfhip reafoned pointedly upon the terms of expreffion, 
and on the reafonable inference refulting from the whole of the mi- 
nute. The word ‘‘ arrangements,” he contended, plainly implied 
that the Governor was to arrange fuch adts as he fhould think con- 
fonant to the mutual engagements fubfifting between the Company 
and the Rajah, in an amicable way, and not to deal with him in 
the harfh and hoftile manner which Mr. Haftings had taken upon 
himfelf to adopt. Having difcuffed this very fully, the Earl faid, 
with regard to the other facts alledged as crimes and mifdemeanors, 
whatever inconfiftency there might be in the Commons having pre- 
ferred the charge, while they enjoyed the benefits arifing from the 
acts of Mr. Haftings, he was not now to confider. An accufation 
{tated to: be eriminal was preferred by a body competent to prefer 
it; and it was his duty, as a judge, to confider whether the charge 
was proved or not, and toconfider that only. He ftill thought that 


Mr. Haftings was actuated by motives of revenge in writing the 
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jetter that he did write to Cheyt Sing, and alfo in putting him un- 
der an arreft. He again referred to the defence of Mr. Haftings, 
where that gentleman faid, that while he thought Cheyt Sing had 
him and not the Company for his object, a fine of forty or fifty 
lacks would, he conceived, be a fufficient punifhment for his of- 
fence. He entered into a long argument, as to the legality of the 
delegation, and faid, that at all events Mr. Haftings was not em- 
powered by that delegation to arreft the perfon of Cheyt Sing, for 
the purpofe of exacting from him a fine of forty or fifty lacks ; and 
again declared, that, in his opinion, Mr. Haftings liad been in- 
duced to make that cxaction from motives of private revenge and. 
refentment. 

Lord THURLOW rfofe and faid, that, after having fo fully ex- 
plained to their Lordfhips that the paflage quoted by the noble Lord 
was neither written by Mr. Haftings, nor even feen by him, until 
he heard it read in the Houfe of Commons, he did not expect 
that any {trefs would be laid upon it. He wifhed, however, as 
the noble Lord did profefs to quote it, he would quote it as it 
really {tood. The paffage did not run as the noble Lord had ftated, 
but in the following words :——‘* So long as I conceived Cheyt Sing’s 
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mifconduct and contumacy to have me rather than the Company 
for its object, or, at leaft, to be merely the effect of pernicious 
advice, or mifguided folly, without any formal defign of openly 
refifting our authority, or difclaiming our fovereignty, I looked 
upon a confiderable fine as fufficient both for his immediate 
punifhment, and for binding him to future good behaviour.” 
Lord Thurlow faid, he was furc that the noble Lord would have 
the 
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the candour and the juftice to fay, that this paflage was very different 
indeed from his Lordfhip’s ftatement of it. —« 

The Earl of CAERNARVON admitted, that there was a dif- 
ference, which, in the hurry of fpeaking, he had certainly omitted 
to ftate. | 

The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, he wifhed that the prefent 
queftion had been divided into two fubyects of difcuffion, to avoid 
the dilemma of determining on the guilt or innocence of a perfon 
who had obtained great advantages, which the public had appro- 
priated to itfelf, while they profecuted the perfon for the act of 
procuring thofe advantages for them. In almoft every point, he 
agreed moft completely with the noble and learned Lord who, with 
fo much ability, and fo much to his own honour, had fully invef- 
tigated the prefent charge. On a fingle point he had a doubt, 
though he confeffed it was but a doubt; yet, ftanding as he did 
in the awful, and he would add, to him, the tremendous chara¢ter 
of a judge, he deemed it his duty to ftate his feelings to their 
Lordfhips, and in as few words, confidering the latenefs of the 
hour, as he poffibly could. He fully concurred with the noble 
and learned Lord in opinion, that the right of the Britifh govern- 
ment to demand military aid of Cheyt Sing, in war, was proved 
beyond a poffibility of queftion. Indeed he was aftonifhed that 
men ‘of fuch talents as thofe who managed the impeachment, 
could have entertained a doubt upon the fubject. He was equally 
convinced, that there was not the flighteft reafon to doubt the right 
of the Britifh government to demand the affiftance of a body of 
cavalry from Cheyt Sing; and there was not any thing like a fuf- 
picion that could arife, he conceived, in the mind of any man, that 
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in making and enforcing thefe demands, Mr. Haftings was actue 
ated by malicious metives. Equally convinced was he, that the con- 
duct of Cheyt Sing was highly contumacious and refractory, and 
that it deferved punifhment. God forbid! faid his Lordfhip, that 
I fhould lay the flighteft ftrefs upon any expreffions in a defence, 
which, it is fully proved, Mr. Haftings never wrote, and the ob- 
jectionable parts of which he never faw ; however imprudent I may 
conceive Mr. Haftings to have been in prefenting fuch a defence 
at the bar of the Houfe of Commons. As to the arreft of Cheyt 
Sing, as a judge, I can fee nothing criminal in the act; though, 
as a ftatefman, I think it was rafh, precipitate, and unwife, under 
all the circumftances of the cafe; I mean, confidering the inade- 
quate force at Benares, in the event of Cheyt Sing’s refiftance. 
Coupling the arreft with the purpofe intended by it, namely, 
taking from him forty or fifty lacks of rupees, I much doubt whe- 
ther the fine was not fo heavy as to be deemed exceflive. But 
when I confider that Mr. Haftings acted, as in my confcience I be- 
lieve he did, from the pureft motives—when, after the moft careful 
and attentive examination of the evidence, I can find nothing that 
induces me to believe he was actuated by a corrupt or a malicious 
motive—when I confider the alarming ftate of India at that mo- 
mentous period, furrounded as Mr. Haftings was by enemies, and. 
in hourly expectation of the arrival of a powerful armament from 
France——when I reflect that, under Providence, he was the happy 
inftrument of preferving that valuable empire to Great Britain, and 
that every meafure he took had no other object than the preferva~ 
tion of the empire; I cannot bring myfelf to think that the mere 
miftake in the amount of the fine which ought to haye been levied 
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upon Cheyt Sing, is an act of criminality ; and the more efpecially, 
as Mr. Haftings did not mean to convert the money to his own ufe, 
but to apply it to the preffing exigencies of the Britifh Govern- 
ment in India. An additional reafon for his wifhing that the ar- 
reft had been feparated from the confideration of all that paffed after 
the rebellion of the Rajah, his Lordfhip faid, was becaufe Mr. 
Haftings was clearly juftified in the whole of his fubfequent conduct 
by every principle of policy and prudence. In order to determine 
how far Mr. Haftings was warranted in dealing with Cheyt Sing, as 
he conceived Sujah Dowlah would have dealt with him under the fame 
circumftances, or as any other abfolute Prince would have dealt with 
his dependent, as in the cafe of the failure of obedience due from a 
vaffal to his liege Lord in feudal times, it was neceffary, in the 
one inftance, to examine and to afcertain what the principles of the 
feudal fyftem were ; and in the other, what were the known princi- 
ples of the fyftem. of government practifed under the abfolute Princes 
of India, before their Lordfhips took upon them to decide, whether 
the punifhment inflicted on Cheyt Sing was warranted by his difo- 
bedience and contumacy. 

The hiftory of India, his Lordfhip faid, as far as he had made 
himfelf mafter of it, afforded abundant proof that fine and confine- 
ment were the ufual modes of punifhment adopted by the abfolute 
Princes of that part of Afia, when their dependents had been guilty 
of difobedience and contumacy. The Earl faid, to his furprife, it 
had been much infifted on in Weftminfter Hall, that Cheyt Sing 
was an independent fovereign Prince, or Lord : whereas it was clear 
beyond all queftion, that he was to all intents and purpofes a de- 
pendent, firft on Sujah Dowlah, and afterwards on the Britifh Go- 
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vernment in India, and confequently refponfible to Mr. Haftings, 
in his charaétcr of Governor General, for the whole of his conduét. 
On thefe confiderations, therefore, and thofe I have before ftated, 
faid his Lordthip, I fhall certainly concur with the noble and Icarned 
Lord in voting, that the Commons have not made good this part of 
the firft article. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he would not go over the 
facts that conftituted the charge again, having fo fully done that laft 
week ; he would only make a few obfervations relative to the feel- 
ings, which, {peaking as a judge, impreffed his mind on the occa- 
fion. He faid it was a known principle of Englith law, that every 
offender under the Britifh Government ought to have his punith- 
ment meafured ad modum delrét7, and that the idea that a Britith 
Governor, amenable to the fovereignty of Great Britain, was 
juftified in acting as an abfolute and defpotic fovereign Prince, was 
not to be tolerated. Mr. Haftings had no authority to act as a 
defpotic fovereign, and it was evident from his own words, that he 
did not proceed to punifh Cheyt Sing ad modum del:é1, but fub mods 
Sujah Dowlah. He would not allow the inftance of the obedience 
of a vaffal to his liege Lord in feudal times to be quite parallel and 
ftrictly in point, and he conceived, that if the motives of Mr. Haft- 
ings were to govern their Lordfliips, they were to look to Mr. 
Haftings’s own avowal of the nature of his motives and principles. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWN began a. very ftrong and eloquent 
fpeech, with declaring that much praife was due to.their Lordfhips, 
forthe calm, deliberate, and.grave manner in which they had taken 
up the bufinefs, and proceeded to go through the charges. Such 
conduct, in his mind, did the Houfe the higheft honour. He 
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ridiculed the pretenfions to rank, refpect, and royalty fet up for 
Cheyt Sing. Having heard fo much of his jmportance, he had- 
been at fome trouble to afcertain who that great man was, and in 
confequence of his refearches, he was enabled to declare, that Cheyt 
Sing had no line of anceftry to be proud of, no honourable lincage 
to boaft ; his grandfather was an adventurer of fome parts, with an 
eftate of 500/. per annum, who made his way by dint of ability and 
intrigue, as moft adventurers do, and by thofe means got pofleffion 
of Benares, and oufted the former holder of the diftricts and re- 
venues belonging to it, who had been his patron and protector s, 
his fon, Bulwant Sing, who fucceeded him, had not equal parts. 
(for it does not always happen that a fon inherits his father’s fenfe 
and talents) was another intriguer ; and his grandfon, Cheyt Sing, 
a third intriguer. Each threw off the rightful fovereign,. and the 
Jaft would have intrigued for that purpofe, probably againft the 
Eaft-India Company, and to the fame effeét,. if Mr. Haftings had 
not prudently checked his ambition. When he heard the abufe that 
had been thrown on Mr. Haftings, and faw him, like Sir Walter 
Ralcigh, compared to a fpider of Hell, he was not only anxious to 
know the extent of his. conduct, under all the circumftances of the 
time that he was Governor General of India, and particularly what 
the authority and powers were under which he acted. With this 
latter view, he had inquired for Mr. Haftings’s commiffion, and 
was aftonifhed when he found it to be fo extremely fhort and com- 
prehenfive. Seeing that, he afked. for his inftructions, for every 
one of their Lordfhips who had been.in office, well knew, that when 
a new Governor was fent out to any of his Majefty’s American. 
colonies, or Britifh dependencies abroad, it was not only ufual to 
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give him along commiffion defcribing his powers, but to accom- 
pany it with a fet of inftructions, in order to provide, as much as 
poffible, for the objects in contemplation of his Majefty’s Minifters 
at the time. Was that the cafe with Mr. Haftings? Nothing like 
it. He held his commiffion in his hand, the Marquis faid, and he 
would read it to their Lordthips: it was but fhort. The purport 
of it was, that the Directors of the Eaft-India Company appointed 
Warren Haftings, Efq. Governor General of all their poffeffions in 
India, and invefted him and his Council with the whole government 
civiland military. With refpect to inftructions, Mr. Haftings did 
not carry out a fingle line. His commiffion was his fole authority ; 
and would any man, after hearing what he had juft ftated, venture 
to affert that Mr. Haftings, as Governor General of India, was 
not to be confidered as an abfolute fovereign Prince in India? He 
was fo to all intents and purpofes, and it would have been abfurd 
to have expected any good to refult from his government, if he were 
viewed in any other light. 
‘The Marquis inftanced the fervices of -Lord Cornwallis, and 
faid, great and important as thofe fervices were, the noble Lord 
could not have achieved them, if he had not been allowed to exert 
abfolute power. He was aware that he poffeffed, and he had ex- 
ercifed it in various inftances much to his own honour, and to the 
advantage of the Company, and the Britifh interefts in India. On 
the other hand, he thought, what Mr. Haftings perhaps would not 
be pleafed to hear, that he did not ftand entitled to have his con- 
duct tried by the principles of Englifh juftice. If it had been prac- 
ticable, he ought to have Mahomedan judges and a Mahomedan 
jury. It was not poffible that Britifh judges and Britifh jurors 
| could 


( 63 ) 

could be competent to decide on conduét arifing out of circumftances 
fo new to Britifh ears, fo irreconcileable to Britith cuftoms 3 the 
genius of this government being free and liberal, all practices under 
it were neceflarily governed by the fame principles of freedom and 
liberality. Not fo the conduct of arbitrary fovereigns; the minds 
of their fubjects being familiar with the fight of unlimited power 
in daily exercife, they complained not of injuftice, and fuffered 
without a murmur, when they were confcious they only fuffered 
one day, what might be the lot of their neighbours the next. From 
this view of defpotifm, and the conduct of defpotic Princes, the 
Marquis faid, he confidered it as downright nonfenfe to talk of ap- 
plying the precepts of the Chriftian religion, and the principles of 
Englifh government, to fubjects accuftomed to live under Mahome- 
dan laws, Mahomedan cuftoms, and the fyftem of oppreffion prac- 
tifed under the government of abfolute Princes. 

The great, and indeed only queftions, in the cafe of Mr. Haft- 
ings, ought to be thefe :—-Had he governed India to the fatisfaction 
of the people? and had he improved the intereft which his native 
eountry had in thofe diftant poffeffions ? Thefe would have been the 
only queftions which the late King of Pruflia, the greateft and wifeft 
man of theage, would have afked Mr. Haftings, if he had poflefled 
fo rich a dominion and fo meritorious a fervant. ‘Fhat able ftatef- 
man and profound politician would have dealt with a perfon holding 
and exercifing a diftant government of great importance and autho- 
rity in this way. He would have looked to the general refult of 
his Governor’s conduct. He would have faid, ** I fent you to rule 
‘* over an extenfive territory, peopled with thirty millions of fub-— 
© jects. I entrufted you with a large revenue for the fupport 
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‘* of your government, and I gave you unlimited powers. Have 
‘* you abufed thofe powers ? have you diminifhed the revenues en- 
‘* trufled to your management? have you injured the fubjects put 
‘* under your protection? or have you leffened the extent of my 
‘* territories ?”? Had fuch queftions been put to Mr. Haftings, what 
would have been the anfwer ? 

The anfwer their Lordfhips well knew, becaufe it was the lan- 
guage of tryth:—‘* 1 came to the government, when all its re- 
‘* fources fcarcely exceeded three millions a year—when [ left it, 
«« they were increafed to five millions five hundred thoufand pounds 
‘* ayear. I preferved and enlarged your dominions, and I left the 
‘© people happy and contented, and pleafed with my conduct.” 
The King of Pruffia, fatisfied with fuch an anfwer, would have 
inquired no farther. He would have been fatisfied with the bene- 
ficial refult of fo long an adminiftration. He would not have de-. 
{cended to inquire into the minutize of his government, to be labo- 
rioufly employed in tracing out every peccadillo and miftake arifing 
from error of judgment; he would not have been trying his Go- 
vernor for years together after his return home, in order to difcover 
fome pitiful drawback from fervices the moft meritorious and ufeful 
to his country. He would have acknowledged that Mr. Haftings 
had made a bencficial ufe of the abfolute power lodged in his hands. 
The Marquis trufted, that no perfon would conftrue what he had 
faid, as intending to caft a refle€tion on the Houfe of Commons for 
preferring the accufation. Their motives were perfectly pure he 
was convinced. He concluded by declaring, that although he fhould 
not finally vote, yet he had examined the charge with the clofeft at- 
tention; he was fatisfied, that inftead of malicioufly perfecuting and 
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eagerly opprefling Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings had manifefted 
patience and forbearance even to a blameable degree, and was con- 
vinced in his confcience that Mr. Haftings ought to be acquitted 
of every part of the charge. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, that when he confidered the 
accufation preferred againft Mr. Haftings, which was of the moft 
grave and important nature, he could not, confiftently with what 
he thought due to the character in which he fat in the Houfe, con- 
tent himfelf by giving a filent vote, the more fo, as, after the fulleft 
examination of it, he fhould vote for the entire acquittal of Mr. 
Haftings. His Lordfhip faid, he could not agree with the noble 
Marquis that it was of any confequence to the merits of the caufe, 
whether Cheyt Sing could boaft of a long line of anceftry or not. 
Be he of ever fo obfcure origin, he was entitled to juftice as an indi- 
vidual, as much as any other man flanding in the fame relation to 
the Britifh government in India. Neither could he concur with 
the noble Marquis’s idea, that Mr. Haftings ought to be tried by 
Mahomedan judges and a Mahomedan jury. A Britifh fubject was 
entitled by Britifh laws to be tried by a Britifh jury and Britith 
judges, acting upon the principles of juftice, recognized and efta- 
blifhed under the Britith Conftitution. Mr. Haftings had been tried 
by the higheft Court in the Kingdom, and he had no doubt but the 
Court would continue to proceed with that temper, impartiality, 
and fairnefs, which had on all occafions fo eminently diftinguifhed 
its character. : 

The Bifhop proceeded to a very minute and accurate examination 
of the facts alledged in the charge as crimes. He began this head 
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Sing held his zemindary, and the duties that were impofed upon. 
him. He proved, by a reference to the evidence, that he had vio- 
lated all the conditions of his tenure, and faid it was clearly made 
out, that he had invariably fhewn himfelf a difloyal. and difaffeted 
fubjectt—that he had actually forfeited his zemindary, and that, in 
point of fact, if Mr. Haftings were cenfurable at al], it was for a 
foolifh partiality for Cheyt Sing, which led him to pay too little 
attention to the complaints, which, for a feries of years, had been. 
made to him againft Cheyt Sing. It was not poflible, he faid, to 
impute a criminal, or a malicious intention to Mr. Haftings ; and 
thinking, as his Lordfhip faid he did, that the zemindary was for- 
feited, it was impoffible for him to condemn that gentleman for 
intending to. impofe a heavy fine upon him for his manifold delin-~ 
quencies. The Bifhop declared, that he never would impute crimi- 
nal intentions to any man, but where the fact, as in the cafe of 
murder, was malum per fe. 

His Lordfhip concluded by declaring that he fhould vote againft 
the motion. 

The queftion was then put, and the Nez-contents were declared to. 


have it. 





Fripay, March 13. 


The Houfe being refolved into a Committee on the impeachment: 

ef Warren Haftings, Efq. Lord Walfingham in the chair. 
Lord THURLOW rofe to open the next article of the allegation 
in the Benares article, which, was, that after. the expulfion of Cheyt. 
Sing, 
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Sing, Mr. Haftings caufcd the caftle of Bidjygur, the refidence of 
Pauna, to be befieged, though fhe and the women had had no con- 
cern in the fuppofed rebellion: that he never inquired whether the 
treafures contained in Bidjygur were the property of the women of 
Cheyt Sing; that he {timulated the army to rapine and outrage, by 
the wicked orders he iffued, and that the women were ultimately 
plundered in confequence of thofe orders. 

His Lordfhip faid, he would not {top to notice the ftrange mode 
in which the article was worded ; the blunder of calling the ftrongeft 
fortrefs in Hindoftan after Gualior, a caftle; the affertion that it was 
the refidence of Pauna and her attendants: their Lordfhips all 
knew that it was, in fact, the ftrong-hold of Cheyt Sing, and the 
place where he kept all his treafures. They knew that until that 
fortrefs was captured, the war could not be faid to be at an end. It 
was in evidence that Cheyt Sing retired with his women from Pa- 
teeta to Bidjygur, and unwilling to ftand a fiege himfelf, had quitted 
the fortrefs, carrying with him as much of his treafure as he could 
convey away, and leaving only what he could not carry off, with 
a garrifon of feven hundred men in the fort, and his mother, and 
many of the women of his family. It was in evidence alfo, that 
as foonas Mr. Haftings heard of his flight, and that he had left his 
women in the fortrefs, he earneftly recommended to Major Pop- 
ham to treat Pauna, the mother of Cheyt Sing, with the utmoft 
tendernefs and attention, to which Mr. Haftings obferves, fhe was 
entitled by her fex, her rank, and the ftation fhe had filled, and 
{till more by her misfortunes. 

_ The queftion for their Lordfhips’ confideration would be, whether 
any circumftance in the fubfequent letters of Mr. Haftings re- 
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commended, or cuthorifed, or ordered, a diffrent mode of pro- 
ceeding to this lady.. ‘The cvidence he would endeavour to ftate 
with the utmolt correctnefs. After the fiege of Bidjygur had con- 
tinucd fer almofta month, the evidence begins by a private letter 
from Mr. Haftings to Major Popham, which is an anfwer to one 
from the Major to him, which does not appear. By the anfwer 
itis clear, however, that the Rannee had madea propofal to retire 
from the fort on conditions which Mr. Haftings thought unreafon- 
able ; and that, by the modc propofed, fhe might contrive to de- 
fraud the captors of a confiderable part of the booty or reward to 
which he thought they were fo well entitled. Mr. Haftings fays 
he can make no objection, that Major Popham mutft be the beft 
judge; and that he will certainly ratify any thing Major Popham 
has cngaged for; but he pofitively declares that he never will allow 
her to hold any land or authority in the zemindary, without being 
fubject to the authority of the zemindar. This Ictter is dated the 
22d of October, 1731. 

In a fecond letter, dated the 3d of November, Mr. Haftings 
expreffes his readinefs to comply with all the conditions on which 
Pauna had agreed to furrender the fort; that is, fhe had preferred 
certain conditions herfelf, to which Mr. Haftings fully confents ; 
but adds, that if, after he has confented to her own propofal, the 
does not give up the fort in twenty-four hours, he fhall confider 
her refufal as a wanton affront; that he will then grant her no. 
conditions, but leave her expofed. to thofe dangers which fhe 
chufes to rifque, rather than truft to the generofity and. clemency 
of the Englith government. If fhe complies, fays Mr. Haftings 
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to Major Popham, it will be your part to fecure the fort and the 
property it contains for the benefit of yourfelf and detachment. 

Lord Thurlow faid, that he believed there was not one fyllable 
in thefe Ictters which was intended to produce, or which could 
poffibly produce, the effect ftated in the article. | 

It was impoffible that thefe private letters to Major Popham 
could have ftimulated the army to rapine or outrage, for the con+ 
tents of them never were communicated to the army. The firft 
contained an opinion, that the officers and foldiers compofing the 
befieging army were entitled to the treafures which were in Pee 
gur; the latter repeated the fame opinion. 

It was alfo impoffible, that when the fort was furrendered, Pau- 
na, her relations, and dependents, fhould have been plundered in. 
confequence of the fpirit of rapacity excited by the orders of Mr. 
Haftings, becaufe it was proved in evidence, by Major Popham, that 
the accident happened owing to an outpoft not having been with-. 
drawn agreeably to his orders. It is proved alfo, that her atten-. 
dants received ample compenfation for this uncxpected outrage. 
Mr. Haftings is next accufed of endeavouring, by various artifices. 
and devices, to retract his own declaration and permiffion to. the: 
army to fhare the plunder, and to recover the fpoil which they. had: 
divided. Failing in that, he attempted to attain it as a loan of 
which being alfo difappointed, he was altogether fruftrated as to: 
the attainment of the object of his journey to Benares.. 

Lord Thurlow faid, he was. utterly at a lofs how to. treat this 
part of the charge as a crime; but as there certainly appeared to: 


be fomething exceedingly fhabby and unbecoming a great character. 
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in fucha mode of proceeding, he thought it but right to lay the 

whole evidence before their Lordfhips, for their confideration. 
Bidjygur furrendered on the 1oth, after a breach was made, 
which the fpringing of a mine would very foon have rendered 
practicable. Immediate notice was fent to Mr. Haftings of the 
furrender. It docs not appar that any Ictter was written to Mr. 
Haftings on the tith; on the rath there was a letter from Major 
Popham to Mr. Haftings, but without any mention of the divifion 
of the plundcr. Captain Calcraft, aid-de-camp to Major Popham, 
was deputed to Mr. Hattings, and confeffed to him that the divi- 
fion of the plunder had been made. That gentleman told their 
Lordfhips what paffed between him and Mr. Haftings; the dif- 
pleafure expreffed by Mr. Haftings, at the divifion having been 
made fo fuddenly and without authority ; his pofitive denial that 
the letters to Major Popham were meant to be, or could be con- 
{trued as an order; but it does not appear that Mr. Haftings ever 
entertained an idea of retracting his opinion, which uniformly 
was, that the officers had a right to the booty, and that he would 
exert himfclf to obtain it for them legally and fecurely. My 
Lords, faid Lord Thurlow, the officers themfelves do not quote 
the two letters in queftion as orders, after they came to the know~ 
ledge of them.—They fay, that the opinion of Mr. Haftings, fo 
fully correfponding with their own, induced them to make an im- 
mediate divifion. Mr. Haftings in his anfwer explains himfelf moft 
clearly: he fays, that even if the amount had been uncommonly 
‘great, he fhould have hoped the Company might have had the im- 
mediate benefit of it, in their prefent exigencies, the property 
being firft fecured by bonds to the captors; if a moderate fum, he 
would 
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would himfelf have authorifed the diftribution ; and had he in any 
event thought it right to apply to the Board, he would himfelf 
have advifed the gift. Mr. Haftings adds, that if Major Popham 
conceived his private letters to contain the fanction. which he attri- 
butes to them, he is forry that he did not avail himfelf of his.entire 
_knowledge of Mr. Haftings’s private fentiments.. He defires 
| Major Popham to fend him copies of all thofe letters, and particu- 
Jarly one of the 10th of November, written by Major Palmer, his 
fecretary, which comprifes his opinions and wifhes in the fulleft 
and moft pofitive terms. Though Major (now Colonel) Popham was 
crofs-examined at confiderable length by the Managers, yet it is. 
very fingular that they never did afk him any queftions relative to. 
this very particular Ictter of Mr. Haftings. The Managers had 
the power, if they chofe to ufe it, of removing every doubt frona 
the fubjeét: as the evidence ftood, it was moft clear, that at every 
period Mr. Haftings contended for the right of the army to the 
Bidjygur prize-money ; but denied that they were authorized by 
him to feize their right, without firft applying to him; and it is 
equally clear that the others do not ftate the letters which are called 
orders in the charge, higher than opinions, which entirely coin- 
cided with their own. 

From this review of the evidence, and the reflections which ap- 
peared to him to arife from it, their Lordfhips would determine 
whether Mr. Haftings had acted that fhabby part which the Ma. 
nagers imputed to him. He thought it no more than juftice to a 
man who filled fo elevated a rank in life, to ftate the facts fairly, 
though in truth what the Managers had charged did not amount 


toacrime. It was next alledged againft Mr. Haftings, that he 
— acted 


( 72 ) 

acted againft his own declared and recorded opinions, which were, 
that the very idea of prize-money was deftruction to the army, 
and ouglit to be avoided like poifon. Their Lordthips would find 
this alfo a charge not amounting toa crime; but it would be fair 
to ftate to them what appearcd in the evidence, and what carried 
conviction to his mind, that the cafe, in which Mr. Haitings ufed 
the expreffion alluded to, was fo exccedingly different from that 
of Bidjygur, as to make it impoffible to charge him with incon- 
fiftency. 

It was an hiftorical fact, that when Coffim Ally Cawn was 
driven out of Bengal by the Britifh army in 1763, they were a@- 
ing as auxiliaries to Meer Jafficr, who was exceedingly liberal in 
his promifes to the Britifh troops, affuring them, and ufing, moft 
unfortunately, a figurative expreffioa, after the manner of the 
Orientalifts, that when they had totally defeated and cxpclicd Cof- 
fim, he would fill the cartouch-box of every fepoy with rupecs, 
This promife never was performed ; ard the army was, in confe- 
quence of the non-performance, in a moft dangerous ftate of mu- 
tiny for feven months, until, by very fpirited exertions, the evil 
was quelled. 

In the year 1774, the Britifh army was acting as auxiliaries to 
Sujah Dowlah, in the Rohilla war. The Rohillas were defcated 
in a general action on the 23d of April; the battle was entircly 
gained by the Englifh, who marched in purfuit through the ene- 
my’s camp, which was plundered by a body of Sujah Dowlah’s 
horfe that had not been in the engagement. This naturally occa- 
fioned fome ill-humour in the army, and in the progrefs of the 
campaign fome of the officers claimed a right to take what fhould 
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be found in Peelabeet, an open, defencelefs town. On an applica- 
tion an the fubje@ from the Commander in Chief to Mr. Hattings, 
that gentleman gives the orders which are quoted in evidence by 
the Managers, as contradicting—which they certainly do not in 
the {malleft degree—the fentiments that Mr. Haftings held in 1781. 
The fubftance is, that the Britifh army was acting as a ftipen- 
diary army, ina fervice by which the ftate of Bengal was to re- 
ceive confiderable benefit ; that under no circumftances could they 
be entitled to plunder, except in a fortrefs or camp taken by 
ftorm; that Sujah Dowlah’s reafoning was unanfwerable. How 
could he difcharge his engagements with the Company, if every 
thing in the Rohilla country became the property of the Britith 
army ? 

At Bidjygur the cafe was totally different ; the Company's was 
the principal, not the auxiliary force; and confequently the fame 
reafoning would not apply in the {malleft degree. Lord Thurlow 
profeffed that he did not fee fo much irregularity in the mode of 
proceeding adopted by the officers. The place itfelf muft have 
fallen in a very few days; and, to avoid the dreadful confequences 
of a ftorm, Pauna was reduced to furrender the fort, on condition 
of receiving 15 per cent. on the amount of the treafures in the 
fort; and Colonel Popham readily granted her thofe conditions. 
If, under fuch circumftances, the fortrefs was not to be deemed, 
with refpect to plunder, a fortrefs taken by ftorm, and if it fhould 
be a prevalent idea, that nothing could juftify plunder, but the 
actual capture of a fortrefs by: ftorm, he was much afraid that no 
fortrefs in future would ‘be permitted to furrender. On all grounds 
Lord Thurlow faid, it was moft apparent, that Mr. Haftings was 
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clearly with the officers in the queftion of their right to the pro- 
perty found in Bidjygur. And the only point in difpute was, whe- 
ther they were juftified in exercifing that right themfelves, under 
the two paffages in the private letters from Mr. Haftings to Colonel. 
- Popham, or whether they were to wait for an adjudication of that 
right by Mr. Haftings, or by the Governor General and Council 
collectively ? 

As to all the remaining parts of the charge, he imagined their 
Lordfhips would all be of opinion that they had not been made 
good. It muft have been owing to carclef{nefs that Mr. Haftings 
was criminally charged for raifing the public revenue from two 
hundred and thirty, to four hundred thoufand pounds a-ycar. He 
had already faid, that that additional revenue had been regularly 
paid from the time it was fettled by Mr. Haftings to the prefent 
day. The remaining allegations are equally unimportant in his 
mind; but he would fit down without moving any queftion until 
he heard the fentiments of other noble Lords; for he was ferioufly 
anxious to go into the fulleft difcuffion of every point on which 
there could be the flighteft difference of opinion amongft their 
Lordfhips. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he had no objection to 
the taking the whole of the refidue of the charge on one queftion, 
becaufe undoubtedly the plunder of the foldiery on the taking of 
the fort of Bidjygur was the main fact alledged in the refidue of 
the charge; but he could not help differing materially with the 
noble and learned Lord, as to his reafoning upon that fact, and 
all the circumftances of the cafe. He would put wholly out of the 
queftion all confideration of the fex of the Rannee, becaufe, though 
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arguments might be drawn from it, calculated to add to the co- 
louring, and heighten and aggravate the extent of the charge, they 
were rather to be regarded as an appeal to the paflions of their 
Lordfhips than to their judgment. With regard to the law of 
plunder, it was in itfelf an indefinite term ; he conceived that no- 
thing could properly be deemed plunder, that had not undergone 
a legal adjudication. Nobody would contend that an army might 
{pread itfelf over a country and feize upon every fpecies of property 
it met with, becaufe that would not only prove a total want of 
difcipline, but tend evidently to the ruin of the army itfelf. A 
foldier fo poffeffing himfelf of the property of another, would not 
only in the eye of the law be individually refponfible to the owner, 
but would be guilty of a criminal at. That, however, did not 
immediately apply to the conduct of Mr. Haftings, in refpect to 
the charge under the confideration of the Committee, upon which, 
{peaking as a judge, he could not avoid faying, he was imprefled 
with a very different opinion from that ftated by the noble and 
learned Lord.—He thought the conduct of Mr. Haftings, through- 
out the tranfaction, highly unjuftifiable ; and he refted that fenti- 
ment on the proof afforded by the two letters, that of the 22d of 
October, and that of the 3d of November, from which the noble 
and learned Lord had drawn conclufions fo extremely favourable 
to Mr. Haftings. His Lordfhip read the effential part of the letter 
of the 2ad of October, 1781, as follows: ‘‘ I am this inftant fa- 
‘* voured with your’s of yefterday. Mine of the fame date has 
‘* before this time acquainted you with my refolutions and fenti- 
‘* ments refpecting the Rannee (the mother of the Rajah Cheyt 
** Sing.) I think every demand fhe has made to you, except that 

L 2 ‘* of 


( 76 ) 
of. fafety and refpect for her perfon, is unreafonable. If the re- 


“a 
- 


“~ 
“ 


ports brought to me are true, your rejecting her offers, or any 
negociations with her, would foon obtain you poffeffion of the 
fort upon your own terms. I apprehend that fhe will contrive 
to defraud the captors of a confiderable part of the booty, by 
being fuffered to depart without examination: but this is your 
confideration, and not mine. I fhould be very forry that your 
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officers and foldiers loft any part of the reward to which they 
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‘are fo well entitled; but I cannot make any objections, as you 
‘* muft be the beft judge of the expediency of the promifed 
‘* indulgence to the Rannec. What you have engaged for, I 


will ratify,” &c. His Lordfhip proceedea to comment with 
great pointednefs on the language and terms of this letter, and 
reprehended every one of the ftrong paffages, efpecially that in 
which Mr. Haftings, after expreffing his apprehenfions of the 
Rannee’s contriving ‘‘ to defraud the captors of a confidcrable part 
‘* of the booty, by being fuffered to retire without examination,” 
fays—‘‘ bur this is your confideration, and not mine.” So far 
from this being proper language and advice for Mr. Haftings to 
hold, he contended, that it was a grofs neglect and omiflion of his 
duty ; and, coupled with the next fentence—‘‘ I fhould be forry 

‘« that your officers and foldiers fhould lofe any part of the reward 
~* to. which they are fo well entitled,” amounted not merely to a 
licence, but held out an encouragement to plunder. Having em- 
phatically preffed his remarks on thefe parts of the letter of Odto- 
ber, his Lordfhip adverted to that of November, and obferved 
upon it with equal feverity of conftruction. The letter of the 3d 
of November, 1781, was as follows: ‘* I am willing to grant her 
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now the fame conditions to which I at firft confented: provided 
that fhe delivers into your poffeffion, within twenty-four hours 
from the time of receiving your meflage, the fort of Bidjygur, 
with the treafure and effects lodged therein by Cheyt Sing, or 
any of his adherents, with the referve only, as above mentioned, 
of fuch articles as you fhall think neceffary to her fex, and 
condition; or as you fhall be difpofed of yourfelf to indulge 
her with. If fhe complies, as I expect fhe will, it will be 
your part to fecure the fort, and the property it contains, for 
the benefit of yourfelf and detachment. I have only farther to 
requeft that you will grant an efcort, if Pauna fhould require 
it, to conduct her here, or wherever fhe may choofe to retire to. 
But fhould fhe refufe to execute the promife fhe has made, or 
delay it beyond the term of twenty-four hours, it is my pofitive 
injunction, that you immediately put a {top to any farther inter- 
courfe or negociation with her, and on no pretext renew it. 
If fhe difappoints or trifles with me, after I have fubjected my 
Duan to the difyrace of returning ineffectually, and of courfe 
myfelf to difcredit, I fhall confider it as a wanton affront and 
indignity which I can never forgive; nor will I grant her any 
conditions whatever, but leave her expofed to thofe dangers 
which fhe has chofen to rifque, rather than truft to the clemency 
and generofity of our government. I think fhe cannot be igno- 
rant of thefe confequences, and will not venture to incur them ; 


and it is for this reafon I place a dependence on her offers, and 


have confented to fend my Duan to her.” His Lordfhip con- 


tended that nothing could be more tyrannical, arbitrary, and op- 
preflive, than the ftyle and. terms of this letter; it was fuch as a 
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Britifh governor could fcarcely be warranted in having written on 
almeft any occafion that could poflibly have occurred ; leaft of all 
could it, in his mind, be juftified under the peculiar circumftances 
of the cafe in queftion. As to the fubfequent attempt to make the 
officers and foldiers refund the plunder which they had been thus 
encouraged to take, and to pay it on the footing of a loan, his 
Lordfhip conceived it was rather to be treated as a matter of ridi- 
cule than of ferious argument. Their Lordfhips all pretty well 
knew how difficult it was to get any body to retund—efpecially a 
victorious foldiery. In the inftance in queftion, what had been 
the anfwers ?—One officer faid, ‘‘I fhould have no objection ; but 
‘* you muft afk my creditors—I was in debt, and I have applied 
‘« my fhare of the money to difcharge my debts.”” Another de- 
clared, ‘* he had never before an opportunity to make his fortune. 
‘* He had made his fortune then, and they might get the money 
‘* from him if they could.”? And fuch were the fort of anfwers 
given, and the only fort of anfwers that were to be expected ; con- 
{equently the attempt to get back the money failed altogether.— 
With regard to other parts of the charge, the Lord Chancellor 
faid, he had differed from the noble Lord before, and he ftill re- 
tained the fentiments he had ftated on that fubject to the Commit- 
tee; he therefore thought the conduct of Mr. Haftings, as al. 
ledged in that part of the firft article, did amount to a high mif- 
demeanor, and he fhould give his vote for the queftion, ‘‘ That 
‘« the Commons had made good the charges. contained in the re- 
‘¢ fidue of the firft article.” 
Lord THURLOW in reply faid, that the learned Lord had 
totally miftaken the whole ftatement. The firft letter to Major | 
Popham 
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Popham contained his opinion of the beft mode of getting poffef- 
fion of the fort, and very properly refufed fo allow the wife of 
Cheyt Sing to hold in future any authority in the zemindary of 
Benares, independent of the zemindar. The fecond contained 
an unqualified affent to every propofition fent to him by the Ran- 
nee herfelf. But Mr. Haftings very wifely and properly obferved, 
that if fhe fhould recede from thofe conditions which fhe had 
voluntarily made, and to which he had freely and fully confented, 
then he would leave her to her fate. Was not a letter of this na- 
ture well calculated to keep her fteady to her own engagements ? 
The private letters to Major Popham, containing the opinion of 
Mr. Haftings, as to the right of the army to the plunder found 
in Bidjygur, could not poflibly have excited the troops to rapa- 
city, confequently there was no ground for condemning the con- 
duct of Mr. Haftings in any part of the tranfaction. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR again rofe, and faid, he had no 
objection to the learned Lord’s putting all that remained of this 
article into one queftion. | 

Lord THURLOW then moved, that the Commons had made 
good the ten remaining allegations in the firft article ; which was 
negatived: and having gone completely through the article, Lord 
Walfingham, as chairman, reported progrefs, and the Committee 
was appointed to fit again on Monday, the 16th inftant. 


Monpvay, 
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| Monpay, March 16. 

When the order of the day for going into a Committee on the 
impeachment of Warren Haftings, Efq. was read, 

The Duke of NORFOLK rofe, and faid, that previous to the 
Houfe going into the Committee, he wifhed to notice the proceed- 
ings that had already taken place; his Grace in fome meafure cen- 
fured the mode that had been adopted of putting the queftion upon 
every individual article of each charge, and dividing upon it: the 
decifion thus given, went abroad as the verdict of the Houfe upon 
the charge thus difcuffed ; but his Grace thought, that the Peers 
fhould each in their individual capacity, as judges in this trial, give 
their verdict of Guilty or Not Guilty, upon each charge of the im- 
peachment as prefented at their bar by the Commons of England. 
Therefore, as he underftood that the firft charge had already received 
that deliberation and decifion in the Committee to which he alluded, 
and that the Committee were now going to the confideration of the 
fecond charge of the impeachment, he thought it proper to fuggeit 
the above mode of decifion, and made a motion to that effect. 

This being objected to by Lord Thurlow, and his reafons for 
objecting to it ftated, the Duke withdrew his motion, and then 
moved, ** That the Committee of the whole Houfe be directed to 
‘* report to the Houfe their proceedings upon the firft article of the 
‘* impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq.” 

Lord THURLOW in reply faid, that if the noble Duke had 
been prefent at the commencement of the confideration of the mode 
of proceeding proper for the Houfe to adopt, as well for its own 
convenience as for the better fecuring the ends of fubftantial juftice, 
he would have heard the mode of proceeding fit to be adopted de- 
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liberated upon with great coolnefs and temper, and known that the 
refult had been a determination, that a Committee fhould take the 
feveral charges feparately to their confideration, and come to deci- 
fions on fuch queftions as they fhould deem proper and applicable, 
and that the Houfe fhould afterwards have a free and full opportu- 
nity of difcuffing the whole of their refolutions, and the grounds on 
which they ftood, previous to their proceeding to Weftminfter Hall 
to pafs judgment. With regard to himfelf, his Lordfhip faid, he 
had been perfetly indifferent, what the mode of proceeding fhould 
be ; but a Committee having been appointed, in the manner that he 
had ftated, he thought their Lordfhips had better, for the prefent, 
leave the bufinefs in the hands of that Committee. His Lordfhip 
{poke of the abfolute neceffity of thofe who were to give a verdict on 
any caufe of a criminal nature, previoufly to confult together, for 
the purpofe of forming that verdi@: and ftill more neceflary was 
it, where there was a great number of judges to give a verdict upon 
charges fo multifarious as thofe which were to be found in the 
articles of the impeachment. He put the cafe of a man indicted 
for perjury and forgery in one inditment, and afked if fome con- 
fultation was not abfolutely neceffary on the part of thofe who were 
to give the verdidt, previous to their going into Court to deliver it 2 
It would, he faid, be impoflible for the Houfe to determine on 
the mode propofed by the noble Duke at prefent, becaufe the Houfe 
was not in poffeffion of the particulars that had tranfpired in the 
Committee ; a great deal of light had there been thrown upon the 
fubje@t : but till a report from the Committee was made to the 
Houfe, it would be prefumptuous to give a verdict; he agreed, 
however, that when the charges had been gone through in the Com- 
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mittee and the report made, then the mode, as propofed by the 
noble Duke, was tht moft proper to purfue. | 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he was by no means convinced 
by what had fallen from the noble and learned Lord. He admitted 
that previous confultation among thofe who were to deliver a ver- 
dict was in almoft all cafes neceflary, but he thought his motion 
would tend to render the proceedings more clear and perfpicuous. 
The Duke faid, that what he meant to imprefs upon the Houfe as 
his opinion was, that they fhould give their verdict upon the diffe- 
rent charges in the fame manner as if they attached to different and 
diftinct perfons, and for that reafon he had made his motion; but 
upon the obfervation of the noble and learned Lord, he now found 
that it would have been more confiftent with the forms of debate to 
have let the Houfe go into a Committee, and then have moved that 
the Chairman report progrefs ; however, as it was underftood that 
the Committee were to go into the fecond charge of the impeachment, 
and he wifhed the Houfe to difcufs the firft, he trufted that the feem- 
ing irregularity of his moving for the report now would not be 
deemed irrelevant. His Grace perfifted in his motion. 

Lord THURLOW faid, that this motion went to difcharge the 
Committee, and take the bufinefs out of their hands. 

The queftion was put, and the Nof-contents had it. 

The Houfe then refolved itfclf into a Committee, Lord Walfing- 
ham in the chair; when 

Lord: THURLOW addreffed their Lordfhips on the matter 
contained in the fecond article. He faid, that he fhould wait until 
he heard the fentiments of other noble Lords, before he propofed to 
put only a fingle quntis upon this article, which, in his own opi- 
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nion, would be fufficient. If any Lords fhould defire to divide it 
into parts, he would propofe as many feparate queftions as there 
fhould appear to be doubts as to the innocence of Mr. Haftings. 
In his view of the fubje@, there were but three points to be confi- 
dered in this article:—the propriety of Mr. Haftings’s condu@, 
firft in aflenting to the Nabob’s propofition for refuming the jaghires, 
and afterwards for ufing a degree of compulfion to induce him to 
adopt that falutary meafure: fecondly, his confent to the refump- 
tion of the treafures of his mother: and thirdly, his difobedience 
of (what the charge calls) the orders of the Dire¢tors, in not making 
a full inquiry into the fact of the Begums’ rebellion. Thefe were 
the three points, according to his idea, on which the charge turned, 
in fo far as there was any evidence produced that affected Mr. Haf- 
tings. The fuppofed treaty with the elder Begum he fhould pafs 
over, becaufe it was clear from the evidence, that neither the Board 
nor Mr. Haftings had authorifed Mr. Middleton to conclude any 
treaty withher. The hardfhips and diftreffes which had been twice 
fuftained by the women in the Khord Mohul, he fhould alfo pafs 
over ; fince it was perfectly clear to him from the evidence, that 
Mr. Haftings never heard of their diftreffes until many months 
they had been removed, and when the humanity of an Englifh 
officer induced him to relieve them, the Nabob wrote a very angry 
Ictter to him, for prefuming to interfere in the manner he did. He 
fhould alfo pafs over the allegation of the horrid and cruel methods 
practifed to compel the eunuchs to difcover the treafures of the Be- 
gum, 

There was no proof that any fuch means had been made ufe of ; 
but here again, Mr. Haftings neither authorifed nor advifed horrid 


or cruel means—his orders were direct, clear, and pofitive: firft, 
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that the fervice fhould be profecuted until the Begum and her fervants 
were at the entire tnercy of the Nabob, and their wealth fecured 
from private embezzlement ; and next, it was his ftrenuous advice 
to the Nabob, that the conduct of the Begnm’s eunuchs, at the time 
of the rebellion, fhould be fully inveftigated ; and that, if on fuch 
inveftigation they fhould be found guilty, the Nabob would punifh 
them exemplarily, as an example to others. Their Lordfhips knew 
from the evidence, that this advice was not followed, nor his orders 
obeyed. The eunuchs were pardoned on the condition of paying a_ 
certain fum from the Begum’s treafury, and it was for a deficiency 
in performing their agreement that they were confined from Febru- 
ary to October, 1782, a fhort part of the time in very flight irons ; 
but the place of their confinement was a palace, and they had its 
gardens to range in. Even of this flight confinement it was in evi- 
dence alfo that Mr. Haftings was ignorant, and confequently the 
propriety of his conduct turned only on the three points which he 
had already mentioned to their Lordihips. 

Before he confidered thefe three tranfactions, his Lordfhip faid. 
he would mention the point of view in which the charge ftruck 
him, which, though unneceffary for hira to ftate to fatisfy his own 
con{cience in the vote which he fhould give, did, he conceived, 
require very ferious confideration from any noble Lord, if there 
was one, who thought that the Commons had made good any one 
point in this article. 

A noble and learned Lord (Loughborough,) in the difcuffion of 
the Benares article, had faid, that the Managers for the Commons 
had weakened their caufe very much, by their attempts to prove 
that Cheyt Sing was an independent prince. Had they fucceeded, 
the cafe, in the noble and learned Lord’s opinion, would have been 
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very different, becaufe the diftin@iion between doing an att of in- 
juftice to your own fubjects, and to an independent fovereign, or 
the fubjeéts of an independent fovereign, was very material indeed. 
Lord Thurlow faid, that he fully concurred with the noble and 
learned Lord, and he defired him to take the diftinction in the pre- | 
fent cafe. The Commons, it is true, had affirmed in their arti- 
cles, that the conduct obferved towards Cheyt Sing and the Begums 
had involved the Britifh name and character in unfpeakable difho. 
nour and difgrace in the eyes of all Afia. It had been fully proved, 
and the laft evidence to the point was the Marquis Cornwallis, that 
if fuch confequences did follow from thefe acts, nobody ever heard 
of them; and he could have no hefitation in faying, that the allega- 
tion was unfounded. The queftion then would be, whether the 
Minifter of one ftate, procuring either by management or compul- 
fion, a meafure to be done, which was highly advantageous to his 
own ftate, could be amenable for the act, becaufe.it involved in it 
a degree of injuftice to the fubjects of another ftate? That was the 
queftion; for whatever degree of influence Mr. Haftings might 
poffefs over the Nabob of Oude, {till he was oftenfibly an indepen- 
dent fovereign, and it was by management alone, not by force, 
that we acquired and retained our influence over him—an influence 
which began in 1775, and continued to this day precifely the fame ; 
as he fhould have occafion to-fhew to-their Lordfhips in the detail 
which he would’ now proceed to lay before them; for, as the detail 
advanced, he thought it would clear up every circumftance relative 
to Mr. Haftings. In the month of January, 1775, Sujah Dowlah 
died: a Prince formed for the government of a great empire: He 
nominated, in his laft illnefs, his only legitimate fon, Afoph. ul 
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Dowlah, te the fucceffion. This young Prince, independent of 
his wanting all the qualifications that diftinguifhed his father’s 
character, fucceeded under terms that will well account for all 
his, fubfequent misfortunes. His father had recently added the 
country of Rohilcund, the Douab, Corah, Currah, and Allaha- 
bad, to his dominions. A large force was neceffary to fecure ace 
quifitions fo recently attained. The army was very confiderably in 
arrears, although the exact amount of thofe.arrears does not appear in 
evidence, and. four hundred and eighty thoufand pounds were due 
to the Eaft-India Company. The treafury contained moncy enough 
to extricate the Nabob from all his difficulties, amounting by com- 
mon report to more than four millions fterling, but fuppofed by 
Mr. Briftow, on good information, to amount at leaft to two mil- 
lions fterling. This treafure, unhappily for the Nabob, was in the 
zenana of the palace of ‘Fyzabad, and under the charge of the 
Nabob’s mother, who had officiated as the treafurer of Sujah Dow- 
Jah prior to his deceafe. 

The charge calls thefe treafures valuable moveables, of which, 
as it affirms, the Begums were poffeffed, in order to enable them to 
maintain their own rank and dignity, as well as for the maintenance 
of their numerous family and dependents. 

But the evidence fully proves, that they were the public treafures 
of the ftate, amafled, as the Begum’s cunuch confeffed to Mr. 
Briftow, to provide againft an emergency; and confequently, in 
point of juftice, before the Begum could claim her eighth of thofe 
treafurcs, the debt of the Company, and the fums due to Sujah 
Dowlah’s army at his deceafe, ought to have been paid from them. 
The numerous family and dependents of Sujah Dowlah, were pro- 
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vided for by the prefent Nabobs as a beyond all doubt,’ by 
the evidence on your Lordfhips’ minutes.» 

It is impoffible to review, faid Lord Thurlow, the a that 
followed without wonder, and even indignation. 

-The Nabob, weak and ill advifed, addicted to thofe vices the 
moft bafe and degrading to the human character, converted the 
companions of his miferable pleafures and debaucheries into Minif;s 
ters of ftate. His mother, as he told Colonel Galliez, foon after 
his acceffion, was his bitter enemy ; and it appears by a fubfequent 
lettcr from her, that there had been great differences between them. 
He continued in this ftate of diftrefs from his acccffion in January, 
1775, until the month of May, when it was rather increafed than 
diminifhed. But it is now material to confider the condué purfued 
by the Britifh Government, and that may be done ina veiy few 
words.—On the death of Sujak Dowlah, the Council acknowledged 
his fon as Nabob.of Oude, but determined, againft the opinion of 
Mr. Haftings, that the treaties fubfiiting betwen the fates of Ben- 
gal and Oude expired by the death of Sujah Dowlah. They next 
determine to conclude a new treaty, and to dictate the terms of it. 
Your Lordfhips will remember, that at this time there was an 
Enghfh regiment, a company of artillery, and fix battalions of 
Sepoys in Oude, not making more than five thoufand men; but 
fuch is the reputation of the Englifh arms in Hindoftan, that merely 
to purchafe the continuance of this fmall force in Oude, the Nabob, 
in May, 1775, confented to pay a monthly fubfidy of two lacks 
and fixty thoufand rupees, inftead of two lacks and ten thoufand,. 
which he had paid before, and to cede to the Englifh for ever the 
rich provinces of Benares and Changer 

I | > Your 


( 88 ) 

Your Lordfhips are now got to May, 1775: the diminution of 
the Nabob’s means, and the increafe of his expences, kept pace 
with each other. He had.obtaincd on loan from his mother about 
twenty-fix lacks of rupees, for which he had given in jaghire, four 
times the value. In Odtober, 1775, when he was very much 
preffed for money, -both by the Company and by his army, he 
commenced a negociation with his mother, through Mr. Briftow, 
of which the Governor General and Council heard not a word, until 
they heard of its conclufion: an agreement was entered into by the 
Nabob with the Begum, the terms of which were, that having 
already received twenty-fix lacks, and being then to receive thirty 
lacks more on account of his patrimony, he gave the Begum a full 
acquittal as to all the reft, and fecured her jaghires to her, without 
interference, for life. Mr. Briftow was the guarantee to this treaty 
on the part of the Company. The impolicy of the agreement was 
moft apparent; but the Governor General and Council approved 
it, becaufe, as they informed the Directors, the urgency of the 
cafe required it. The queftion now to confider will be, how Mr. 
Haftings acted in fupport of this guarantee, however it might have 
been obtained, or however impolitic was the meafure itfelf. It ap- 
pears from all the evidence, that between the year 1775, when it 
was granted, and the year 1781, when it was withdrawn, Mr. 
Haftings moft pundtually obferved it, and feemed to decide on al] 
difputed points more in the Begum’s favour than fhe really deferved. 

The firft application made to the Board in Calcutta, fubfequent to 
the guarantee, came, as your Lordfhips will recollect, from the 
Begum herfelf, in December, 1775. In the letter, which is a 
very long and a very curious one, fhe highly blames the meafures 
of her fon: fhe defires Mr. Haftings to caufe Elige Cawn to be ap- 
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pointed the Minifter, and to caufe the Nabob to difmifs Murteza 
Cawn, who was at that time the Minifter » and then fhe adds, 
‘« T will caufe the revenues, and the dues to the Englith chiefs, to 
‘‘ be paid.’? The Board are ftruck with the ftyle of the letter ; 
and Mr. Francis fays, that it feems very extraordinary that this 
lady fhould prefume to talk of governing kingdoms and appointing 
Minifters. He adds, that fuch language is fingular in a country 
where women are not allowed a free agency in the moft trifling 
domeftic circumftances. Mr. Francis conceived the letter not to be 
of her writing, but of one of her eunuchs, probably of the perfon 
who brought it to Calcutta. The difpute between the Nabob and 
the Begum related to the payment of the thirty lacks; fhe offered 
to liquidate eleven lacks of the demand, by giving horfes, ele- 
phants, camels, artillery, arms, and ammunition; and the Nabob 
very naturally afked what claim fhe could make to mufquets and 
guns? 

The fact is of confequence, as in the courfe of the correfpondence 
your Lordfhips will fee the fpirit which actuated this lady: in one 
of her letters to Mr. Briftow fhe fays, ‘* You werca party to the 
‘* agreement—let me have my money back ; do you remain neuter, 
‘* and then let Afoph ul Dowlah and his Minifter, in any manner 
‘* they can, take the money from me: by the blefling of God they 
‘* will then fee the confequences.”’ Ina letter from Mr. Briftow to 
the Board, he fays, ‘* the Begum, while fhe complains of the Nabob 
‘* and his Minifter, forgets the improper conduct of her own fer- 
‘¢ yvants, who preferve a total independence of the Nabob’s autho- 
‘* rity, refufe obedience to his perwannahs, and beat the officers of 
‘ his government.” Ina letter to the Begum, fix: months after 
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the guarantee, Mr. Briftow tells her, ‘* that the Nabob propofes one 
“© method which will, cut off all future difputes: itis, that fhe gives 
‘* up her jaghires, and receives the value in money; for, as his 
«© Excellency obferves, two rulers are too much for one country.” 

In {peaking of the Begum as ating with this degree of violence, 
I do not mean to fay fhe fhould be made perfonally refponfible. I 
think there is a great, deal of good fenfe and juftice in a remark of 
one of the Managers, that a woman in India of high rank, is not 
only immured, but enfhrined in a zenana. I think too, that any 
perfonal indignity offered to a woman of high rank, muft very 
much fhock the people of India: but if, by fome ftrange impolicy, 
fuch as happened in the inftance before your Lordfhips, immenfe 
landed property, and a military force to protect it, are granted toa 
lady of high rank, her agents muft be ftrictly refponfible for all the 
aéts done in her name; and therefore, in {pcaking of the Begum’s. 
concern in the rebellion, I do not mean to fay that fhe could be 
made refponfible, farther than by depriving her of treafurcs of which 
fhe could not poffibly make any ufe, and which her agents had 
often employed for the deftruction both of her fon’s and the. Britith 
Government. 

Your Lordfhips have doubdets obferved by the sili idhieh 
contains the ferics of letters that pafled from 1775 to 1781, between 
the Board and the refidents at Oude, and from which a very ,cor- 
rect hiftory can be formed of the ftate of the country, that whether 
Mr. Haftings was in a majority, ‘or ina minority ; whether Mr. 
Briftow, Mr. Middleton, or Mr. Purling, was the refident; the 
{pecies of influence employed over the Nabob, his diftrefles, and 
the confufed ftate of the aie were precifely the fame. Him- 
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felf, I am forry to fay it, a flave to thofe abominable vices which 
dcbafe and difgrace the man, was governed by his favourites. 
When Mr. Haftings, in 1777, ftrongly remonftrated to him on 
the impolicy of his conduct, and earneftly advifed him to difmifs 
from his prefence the unworthy characters that furrounded him ; 
what did he fay to enforce this advice? The Englifh, if you do 
not follow it, muft break off their connection with you altogether. 
I beg your Lordfhips will bear this in your minds. The Nabob 
thanks Mr. Haftings for his advice, promifes to attend to it, and in 
his letter tells him he has appointed the minifters recommended by 
Mr. Middleton: thefe were Huffein Reza Cawn, and Hyder Beg 
Khan. Mr. Briftow and Mr. Middleton both ftate that the Nabob 
diffipated immenfe fums of money amongft his favourites; and, 
provided he got all the moncy he wanted, he was indifferent as to 
the ftate of his dominions. Lord Cornwallis gives precifely the 
fame character of the fame Prince, thirteen years after the period of 
which I am now fpeaking, and he ufes thefe pointed expreffions : 
‘© The diforders which have prevailed in Oude are to be traced in 
‘ the character of its Prince.” But, my Lords, to bring the hif- 
tory down to the period of 1781, when it more particularly applies 
to Mr. Haftings: your Lordfhips fee by the evidence, that in the 
month of September, 1781, Mr. Haftings met the Nabob at Chu- 
nar, and concluded that engagement, which is known by the name 
of the treaty of Chunar. It confifted of four articles, propofed by 
the Nabob, and agreed to by Mr. Haftings without addition or 
diminution. The article which applies to this charge is, that the 
Nabob fhould be permitted to reftume fuch jaghires in his dominions 
as he thought proper; but engaging at the fame time to pay the 


N 2 amount 


( 92 ) 

amount of fuch jaghires as had been guaranteed by the Company, 
in ready money to the Englifh refident. The Nabob, as appears 
from the evidence, pofitively declared his determination to adopt this 
falutary meafure of the refumption as foon as he returned to Luck- 
now; and your Lordfhips will obferve by the evidence, that the 
revenue of the jaghiredars and tuncadars amounted to more than 
fifty-fix lacks of rupees a year, in a country where every perfon of 
thofe defcriptions exercifed military power; you need not therefore 
be told, that nothing could be more mifchievous to the peace of the - 
country than fuch an eftablifhment. I will fuppofe for a moment 
that the Begums had fhewn no figns of difaffection ; I fhould think, 
in fuch a cafe, that the refumption of their jaghires, recciving a 
proper equivalent, would have been no breach of the agreement. 
The freeft fubjects of the freeft country in the world, are obliged 
on all public occafions, to difpofe of their property for an equivalent, 
when the public good requires fuch a facrifice; and in this cafe 
the experience of many years had proved the indifpenfable neceflity 
of the meafure: but with the information which Mr. Haftings had 
received of the rebellious conduct of the Begums, it would have 
been highly impolitic to have left them poffeffed of a great landed 
property, and a large military force. The circumftance on which 
the Managers have laid the greateft ftrefs is this, that though, by 
the article in the Chunar treaty, to which I have alluded, the 
Nabob was to act as he pleafed as to the refumption, Mr. Haftings 
compelled him ultimately to refume all the jaghires; and the fame 
obfervation was alfo made as to the feizure of the treafures ; for, 
although the firft propofition came from the Nabob, he was induced 
at laft, as Mr. Haftings fays, to act with an almoft unconquerable. 

reluctance ; 


( 93 ) 


reluctance ; an expreffion taken from a letter of inftructions written 
by Mr. Haftings to Major Palmer, in which that officer is directed 
to inquire particularly into the caufe of. fo fingular a circumftance. 
‘¢ Thave been told, fays Mr. Haftings in thofe inftrudtions) that the 
‘« Nabob was at laft compclled to yield with an almoft unconquerable 
reluctance to the adoption of thofe meafures, which he had himfelf 
 moft carneftly urged me to agree to his carrying into effect.” Your 
Lordfhips will determine under all the circumftances of the cafe, 
whether fuch a prince as Afoph ul Dowlah is defcribed to be, was 
not to have been managed in the manner he was by Mr. Hatftings. 
By another article in the Chunar treaty, the Britifh officers, who 
from time to time had been appointed at the Nabob’s defire to 
command corps in Oude, were to be withdrawn, and the defence of 
Oude to be left to one brigade only. The Englifh gentlemen, 
fettled at Lucknow in various public offices, were alfo to be with- 
drawn, and only the refident’s eftablifhmént to remain. The Na- 
bob, on his part, confented to feparate his public from his private 
expences—to fix the amount of the latter—to reform his army— 
to entruft his public treafury to his minifter under the infpection of 
the Britifh refident—and he was alfo prevailed upon to agree to other 
falutary regulations, which were framed with the intention of in- 
troducing order into his government; and by which the benefit 
refulting to the Bengal government would be as fpeedy a liquida- 
tion of the then exifting debt as poflible, and the prevention of any 
arrear in his future payments. The Nabob, as appears from the 
evidence, left Chunar on the 19th of September. That and the 
following month paffed over, but no meafures were taken on the 
part of the Nabob, either to put his government in order, or to 
refume 
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refume the jaghires ; though Mr. Haftings iffued orders for the recal 
of the temporary brigade, and directed all the gentlemen who, from 
time to time, had been appointed to Lucknow, to quit it, with the 
exception of the refident’s office. It does not clearly appear at 
what time a propofition was made to Mr. Haftings for taking the 
treafures from the Begum; that it was firft made by the Nabob, 
through Ally Ibrahim Cawn, feems to be admitted on all fides ; 
though Sir Elijah Impey thinks, that he himfelf was the perfon who 
fuggeited the idea to Mr. Haftings, or, at leaft, that he firft took it 
up ina conference with him at Chunar, in November. This, how- 
ever, isa point of no moment; it is certain that Sir Elijah Impey 
was defired to convey Mr. Haftings’s directions to Middleton, to 
found the Nabob, and, if the Nabob fhould make fuch a propofi- 
tion, to inform him that it would be complied with. In the fub- 
sequent correfpondence between Impey and Middleton, it appears 
that the Nabob came very readily into the meafure, but wifhed to 
ufe it as an alternative, for refuming the jaghires—a meafure which, 
though propofed by himfelf in September, he wifhed to avoid carry- 
ing into effect in December. Mr. Haftings appears in the fubfe- 
quent part of the correfpondence to be greatly furprifed at this un- 
accountable conduct of the Nabob; but the prefling folicitations of 
Middlcton, and his threat to adopt the meafure himfelf, in concur- 
rence with the minifter, independent of the Nabob, did at laft incline 
the Nabob to yield to what Mr. Middleton calls a nominal confent. 
I think, my Lords, it is perfectly clear from the evidence, that 
this difinclination to refume the jaghires was entirely occafioned by 
the advice of the men who furrounded him, and who were perpe- 
tually counteracting the endeavours of the minifter to reftore order 
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to his government. To the feizure of the treafures he does not 
appear to have had any objection, though Mr. Middleton defcribes 
his conduct-at the moment it was to be carried into effect, as wa- 
vering and indecifive. Both meafures were completely effected in 
January, 1782: the confequences to the Bengal government were, 
an immediate difcharge of a very heavy debt, and a relief to dif- 
trefles, which I proteft to you, my Lords, could not, in my opi- 
nion, have been relieved by any other means. 

Infinite pains were taken in Weftminfter Hall to prove that Mr. 
Haftings had given falfe accounts of his motives for adopting thefe 
meafures, and thence to infer his criminality. With this view the 
Managers read the defence which Mr. Haftings made in the Houfe 
of Commons ; and alfo what they called a fecond defence, though 
the counfel took the trouble to prove that it was not in fact a fe- 
cond defence, Mr. Haftings having caufed a few copies of it only 
to be delivered to particular members. Whether it be what the 
.counfel or what the Managers call it, ftill it is evidence; and I 
am not a little aftonifhed at the perfect fairnefs of the counfel, in 
withing to explain fo precifely what the paper was. Mr. Haftings 
would have done wifely had he defired the Houfe of Commons to 
receive it as a fecond defence; it corrects the crrors of the firft, 
and contains that clear and plain statement of the whole tranfa@tion, 
which has fince been fully made out by evidence. It corrects a 
material blunder in the firft, and it is in proof that the firft was 
written by Mr. Middleton,. who had faid that the motive for feiz- 
ing the treafures was, the Begum’s refiftance to the rcfumption of 
the jaghires. Now, my Lords, the whole of Mr. Middleton’s 
evidence, the whole of his former evidence in the Houfe of Com- 
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mons, proves that this was a blunder. Mr. Haftings’s letters to 
the Court of Directors prove it alfo to have been a blunder ; and it 
is fully and completely cleared up in that fecond defence, which 
the Managers have given in evidence. 

The next point laboured by the Managers was, that a Begum 
had a right to the treafures lodged in the zenana; and to eftablifh 
this, they called Mr. Goring, whofe evidence was indeed of a moft 
fingular nature: he {wore, that when he was at Moorfhedabad, in 
the year 1775, he vifited the widow of the Nabob Surajah Dow- 
Jah, who, your Lordfhips will remember, was depofed after the 
battle of Plaffey, in 1757; that fhe appeared to live in a ftyle of 
great f{plendor and magnificence ; that he fuppofed fhe was enabled 
to do fo from the money depofited in her palace by her late huf- 
band, Surajah Dowlah; that he never heard of Meer Jafher’s 
claiming any part of the treafurcs left in the zenana, after the 
death of Surajah Dowlah, and that he conceived the treafure once 
lodged within the zenana is intended for the fupport of the women 
in the zenana: from his obfervation, he thinks it is the cuftom to 
lodge money in the zenana, for the fupport of the women. My 
Lords, I will not infinuate that per ob/:quum, which I am not ready 
to fay per direcium. I fhall therefore only obferve, that the opinions 
to which this gentleman f{wears, fhew him to be moft thoroughly 
ignorant, not only of all Oriental cuftoms, but of the hiftory of 
the particular period to which he alludes. It is an eftablifhed fad, 
my Lords, received as fuch on the authority of Scrafton and 
Orme, that after the rout at Plaifey, Surajah Dowlah firft fent off 
his women, with fifty elephants, their furniture and necefiaries, 


and a great part of his own jewels. On the night of the fame 
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day, he himfelf fled in difguife with his favourite concubine, and 
an eunuch, carrying with him a cafket of his moft valuable jewels. 
The women, the elephants, and the treafure, were all feized and 
brought back to Moorfhedabad; Surajah Dowlah continued his 
flight, difguifed; he was taken at Rajamahl, brought back to 
Moorfhedabad, and, as your Lordfhips all know, he was mur- 
dered by the orders of Meeran, the fon of Meer Jaffer. From his 
treafures, all of which were feized by the conqueror Meer Jafher, 
one million feven hundred thoufand pounds was paid to the Com- 
pany and to individuals, as a compenfation for their loffes, and an 
apology was made for poftponing the remaining payments, becaufe 
the treafures of Surajah Dowlah had turned out not to be fo con 
fiderable as Meer Jaffier had expected. But, my Lords, the de- 
fendant’s counfel produced evidence which clearly proved the fource 
from whence this lady, the widow of Surajah Dowlah, acquired 
the means of living as fhe did. Her father, Mahomed Eritch 
Cawn, held a confiderable jaghire in truft for her, which had been 
fettled as a dower upon her in 1750, on her marriage with Surajah 
Dowlah, while Aliverdy Cawn was living. This lady always ree 
ccived the amount of this jaghire, as fhe fully proved in 1780, 
when her father died; and on the faa being made out that the 
jaghire was really fettled upon her, Mr. Haftings and the Supreme 
Council continued it to her, though it actually ftood in the name of 
her father. I fhall leave it to your Lordfhips to determine how far 
the Managers have proved that the treafures lodged in the zenana, 
belong to the ladies of the zenana.—There is full evidence that the 


treafury of Sujah Dowlah was in the zenana of Fyzabad, and that 
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the Begum’s fignature, as his treafurer, was neceflary for all cone 
fiderable iffues of money from that treafury. 

The next point, my Lords, on which the Managers relied to 
prove the guilt of Mr. Haftings, was his refufal to obey the orders 
of the Directors, received in Auguft, 1783, for making a fuller 
inquiry into the fuppofed rebellion of the Begums in 1781. To 
this point they called my late friend, Mr. Stables, a very worthy 
man, but certainly not remarkable for the brilliancy of his talents, 
or for the quicknefs of his conceptions. They afk him if he did 
not move the inquiry into the Begum’s conduct, and why he 
moved it? He tells them he did fo, becaufe he conceived that in- 
quiry to have been ordered by’ the Directors, as his minute written 
at that time would fhew. Now, my Lords, the Managers, in 
order to fupport the credit of their witnefs, produced the minute 
alluded to, in which Mr. Stables diftinctly ftates that his reafon 
for moving an inquiry was, becaufe the Directors feemed not to be 
fatisfied with the information before them—a very different ftate- 
ment, indeed, from that which appears in the charge, and which 
Mr. Stables, by his oral evidence, did in fact fupport. However, 
the reference to the minute which Mr. Stables made, clearly 
proved, that that gentleman did not mean to miflead your Lord- 
fhips, and it was rather hard to examine him as to his motives for 
making the motion he did, when a reference to the minute written 
at the timc was the beft evidence to the point, and the proper evi- 
dence to have been adduced by the Managers. The debate at the 
Board on the fubject of the letter, which the Managers contend to 
be an order for a further inquiry into the conduct of the Begum, 
fets the whole matter in fo clear a point of view, that I am afto- 
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nifhed how fuch a charge could have been made in the name of 
the Commons, and not lefs furprifed that it fhould be fupported 
by evidence, which, in the opinion of every man of common fenfe, 
moft effectually refutes it. A letter was received from the Direc- 
tors in the month of Auguft, 1783, directing, in a very confufed 
and perplexed fentence, that if it fhould appear that the Begums 
had not taken fo active a part in the rebellion of Cheyt Sing as had 
been reported, the Nabob fhould be applied to, to reftore them 
their jaghires. The letter alfo fays, that they do not appear to 
have armed prior to the revolt of Cheyt Sing, and it is probable 
that their fubfequent conduct was occafioned by apprehenfions which 
they alfo entertained of being laid under unwarrantable contribu- 
tions. Your Lordfhips will certainly be of opinion, that it muft 
have been under very extraordinary circumftances, indeed, that 
thirteen gentlemen could have been found, to put their names to a 
letter containing fuch orders and opinions. The queftion for an 
inquiry was originally moved by Mr. Wheler: he expreffes his 
readincfs at all times to obey orders; but before they apply to the 
Nabob, he wifhes to inquire how far they merit the application for 
the reftoration of their jaghires. Nothing had paffed, Mr. Wheler 
fays, to change his opinion, that the Beyums had been concerned 
in the rebellion ; that he had been confirmed in the belief, from the 
opinions of many individuals, totally unconcerned in the bufinefs ; 
but, as the Directors feem to be of a different opinion, he thinks 
ftronger proofs of their difaffection ought to be laid before them; 
and he concludes by moving, that the late and prefent refident be 


called upon to collect fuch proofs. 
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Mr. Haftings conceives Mr. Wheler to have mifconceived the 
intentions of the Court of Directors, and therefore oppofes the 
motion. 

Mr. Stables, at the end of the next month, renews this fubject, 
by obferving, that the Directors feem not to be fatisfied that the 
evidence fent to them had fufficiently proved the difaffection of the 
Begums, and therefore he moves a farther inquiry. 

Mr. Haftings conceives, that they had fent no orders for an in- 
quiry ; that very ftrong and authenticated evidence had been fent 
to them already. He refers to the letter to confirm his fenfe of 
it; and he adds, ‘* If evidence is to be colle€ted, it fhould be col- 
‘* lected from all perfons capable of giving it, and not confined 
“* to official charaters.”” Sir John Macpherfon fully concurs with 
Mr. Haftings as to the fenfe of the Directors’ letter; though, on 
firft hearing the letter read, he had conceived a different opinion. 
He does not fee what falutary purpofes fuch an inquiry could 
anfwer ; and I am fure your Lordfhips will agree with him. He 
obferves, that there has been no appeal from the Begums, and 
there was ample proof at the time, that thofe who managed the 
concerns of the Begums were no friends, but real enemies of the 
Englifh. The motion for an inquiry was wifely and properly ne- 
gatived. Had Mr. Haftings conceived the poffibility of what has 
fince happened, he muft have eagerly propofed, while in Bengal, 
a fuller inquiry into the difaffection of the Begums ; and he would 
have weighed down the Directors by proofs of the fat ; for though 
the cafe ftood clear enough in my mind upon the affidavits, care- 
leffly as thofe affidavits were taken, for which Mr. Haftings is 
not at all to blame, it has been fo effectually ftrengthened by the 
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teftimony of a number of refpectable officers, as to fix it beyond 
all doubt. The fame evidence, and certainly’much more in addi- 
tion to it, might have been procured in India in 1783; and, in- 
deed, Mr. Haftings then obferved, that if an inquiry were to take 
place, he defired that all perfons capable of giving information 
might be examined: but, if your Lordfhips will look to this let- 
ter of the Directors, and to the date of it, February, 1783, you 
will fee the fpirit with which it was written, is, in a great de- 
gree, to be imputed to the politics of the time. Sir Henry Fletcher 
was then the chairman, and it was the fafhion to rate Mr. Haf- 
tings for every thing he did. The letter fets out by faying, that 
they do not fee the policy of refuming the jaghires, and thus unit- 
ing under one head all the power of the country, which might 
eventually become formidable to Bengal. Hard fate of Mr. Haf- 
tings! He is rated by the Directors for his endeavours. to: bring 
the dominions of the Nabob into order: he is cenfured by the Ma- 
nagers for having involved them in diftrefs. The Directors, in 
{peaking of the Begums, fay, it does not appear that they took up 
arms prior to the revolt of Cheyt Sing, and, by arming after- 
wards, they only meant, in all probability, to defend themf{elves 
from unwarrantable contributions. My Lords, they never were 
accufed of arming before the revolt of Cheyt Sing; and if they 
are innocent in your Lordfhips’ opinion, as they really appear to 
be in the opinion of the Directors, for arming and acting againft. 
the Englith fubfequent to that event, then there is an end of the 
queftion: but no rational being can reafon fo abfurdly. Your 
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the thirteen gentlemen who figned the letter ; and every thing done 
at that period was done, in my opinion, to prove the neceffity of 
the ftrong meafure that was brought before Parliament in the courfe 
of that year.—I mean Mr. Fox’s India Bill. There can be no other 
rational way of accounting for the conduct of thofe gentlemen who 
figned that letter. I have now, my Lords, gone, though at too 
great a length I fear, but ftill as fhortly as I could, through the 
material facts alledged in the article. . 

The refumption of the jaghires I deem to have been a meafure 
of the foundeft policy, and the means taken to compel the Nabob 
ultimately to adopt a meafure, propofed originally by himfelf, were 
not in any refpect criminal, but meritorious, under all the cir- 
cumftances of the cafe. 

The confent given by Mr. Haftings to the feizure of the trea- 
{ures, and the care which he took to fecure them from private em- 
bezzlement, were aéts that appear to me in no refpect criminal. 
Upon the moft attentive confideration of the whole evidence, I am 
decidedly of opinion, that nothing criminal has been proved againft 
the defendant. At the clofe of the charge, indecd, it is ftated, that 
all the acts imputed to him, and ftated to be criminal, are highly 
aggravated, by the avowed corruption in which they originated ; 
Mr. Haftings having accepted a prefent of ten lacks of rupees from 
the Nabob, at the time he figned the treaty of Chunar. There is 
another article in which the receipt of this prefent is expreffly 
charged, and there it will be proper to confider it fully; as in- 
ferted in this article, it appears to be very inconfiftent with the 
general tenor of the reft of it. In the former allegations, Mr. 
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Haftings is faid to have compelled the Nabob to adopt the two 
meafures of refuming the treafures and the jaghires. At the clofe, 
the Nabob is fuppofed to have bribed Mr. Haftings to give his 
confent to the adoption of thofe meafures. 

I fhall not intrude longer on your Lordfhips’ indulgence, but 
will conclude, by declaring, that though, until I hear the opinion 
of other noble Lords, I fhall not make any motion; yet, if no ob- 
jection is made, I mean merely to move, that the Commons have 
made good the fecond article of the charge againft Warren Haf- 
tings, Efq. | 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he did not obje& to taking 
the decifion on the whole charge under one queftion. In his view 
of the charge, he had not confidered Afoph ul Dowlah, the Nabob 
of Oude, asa foreign prince and independent fovereign, but as a 
perfon whofe conduct and government were under the abfolute con- 
troul and command of the overbearing influence of the Eaft-India 
Company’s power exercifed by Mr. Haftings. Having confidered 
it in this light, he fhould have occafion, in order to thew that he 
had rightly viewed it, to refer to fo many letters of Mr. Middle- 
ton’s that not being prepared fufficiently, it would fave their 
Lordfhips time if they were to adjourn where they then were in 
refpect to the charge, becaufe, if they determined to proceed, he 
muft neceffarily call for all the letters to be read, te which he 
wifhed to refer, and that would wafte much time, whereas he 
would undertake to be ready with fuch extracts as he fhould decm 
it requifite to refer to by the next day. 

Lord THURLOW confented ; and the Chairman having ftated 


that the queftion before the Committee was, 
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‘¢ That the Commons had made good the charges in their fecond 
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‘« article, refpecting the Begums,” it was moved and agreed to 
that he fhould leave the chair. 
The Committee adjourned the confideration of the motion till 


the next day. 


TuEespay, March 17. 


As foon as the Houfe had refolved itfelf into a Committee to 
confider the charges of the impeachment, 

The LORD CHANCELLOR rofe, and began the refumption 
of his reply to Lord Thurlow, by admitting the propofition, that 
where the minifter of another country prevailed on a foreign prince, 
who was an independent fovereign, to do an act of injuftice to one 
of his own fubjects, that minifter was not criminally refponfible and 
amenable to the Jaws of the government he ferved under for fuch 
conduct ; but where, on the other hand, it was proved that the 
minifter of a Britifh government procured the prince of a foreign 
country, who was not independent, but abfolutely under the influ- 
ence and controul of fuch minifter, to do an act of injuftice to one 
of his own fubjeéts; that minifter, he contended, was clearly 
amenable to Britifh laws for having done that which was in itfelf, 
in the view of Britifh laws, illegal and criminal. The decifion of 
the Court of Common Pleas in the cafe of Raphael the Armenian, 
and Governor Verelft, had turned entirely on that point. It was 
in that cafe proved that Sujah Dowlah, the then Nabob of Oude, 
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was under the awe and influence of Governor Verelft, and that fad 
led to the ultimate judgment. 

His Lordfhip ftated all the circumftances a the cafc,* which 
had been firft decided againft the defendant, Verelft, with sooc/. 
damages, and on the new trial, a fpecial verdict was returned by 
the jury, upon which, at length, the Court decided for the plain- 
tiff, and he obtained confiderable damages. He fhewed upon what 
ground it was that on the firft trial all the judges, excepting Sir 
William de Grey (Chief Juftice) entertained ftrong doubts as to 
the queftion, whether Governor Verelft, as governor of Bengal, - 
was amenable to Britifh laws, and to the cognizance of an Englifh 
Court of Judicature, for any wrong done to another perfon by a 
foreign prince. He then traced the caufe through the progrefs and 
particulars of the fecond trial, and declared, that the manner in 
which the jury had returned their verdiét was fuch as removed 
from the minds of the three diffenting judges of the Court, Mr. 
Juftice Gould, Mr. Juftice Blackftone, and Mr. Juftice Nares, all 
occafion to infift farther on their doubts. It was in confequence, 
as he had ftated, that Governor Verelft loft the caufe, and paid 
confiderable damages; a writ of error was talked of, but no fuch 
writ was brought up to that Houfe. The point, therefore, was_ 
legally eftablifhed by the event of that caufe, that the Minifter of 
the government of India, under the fovereignty of Great Britain, 
was amenable to Britifh laws, for having been the caufe of a foreign 


Prince, confeffedly under his controul, awe, and influence, having 


* Tried in the Court of Common Pleas, in Guildhall, in Hilary Term, 
15 Geo. I]].——Vide Sir William Blackftone’s Reports, Vol. II. Pages 983, 1055» 
1067. 
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injured one of his own fubjects in fuch a degree, as to entitle him 
to recover damages ,in an Englifh Court of Judicature, provided 
that he could make out his cafe and prove his damages to the fatis- 
faction of an Englifh jury. The cafe of the Armenian Rafael, and 
Governor Verelit, to be feen in Judge Blackftone’s Reports, 983, 
1055, his Lordfhip faid, was dire@ly in point with the cafe al- 
ledged in the charge refpecting the conduct of the Nabob to the 
Begums. As Sujah Dowlah was confeffedly known to be fubject 
in the whole of his conduét to the controul of Governor Verelft, 
- fo, in like manner, the reigning Nabob Afoph ul Dowlah was 
under the abfolute controul, awe, and influence of Mr. Haf- 
tings, who was, in fact, the contriver, inventor, and in truth might 
rcafonably be ftated to be the perpetrator of all the injuftice practifed 
under the name of the Nabob on the Bhow Begum and the Begum 
(his mother and grandmother) and all the crimes and enormities 
alledged in the charge. 

In order to prove the influence which Mr. Haftings had over 
Afoph ul Dowlah, the vaflalage in which he held him, and that 
he fuggefted the meafures of refuming the jaghires, which the Na- 
bob had granted to the Begums, and feizing upon the treafures in 
their poffeffion, in the zenana, he caufed letters and various ex- 
tracts of letters* written to Mr. Haftings by Mr. Middleton, the 
reident at Lucknow, in Dec. 1781, and Jan. and Feb. 1782, 


to 


* The following are the extradts from the letters on the fubjeét of refuming the jag- 
hires, and feizing upon the treafures, which paffed between Mr. Middleton, the refident 
in Oude, and the Governor General, in December, 1781, and January and February, 


1782, read by the Clerk. 
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to be read, and alfo the letter written by Mr. Haftings and his 
Council to the Directors at home, and that paffage from his defence 
before the Houfe of Commons, in which Mr. Haftings fays the 


treafures 


Mr. Middleton to the Governor-general ; dated Lucknow, 
the 1ff of December, 1781. 


‘< IT have this day fignified to the minifter my expeCtation that the whole of the 
‘¢ jaghires be refumed, and their revenue, after paying to fuch of the proprietors as 
<¢ have a right to claim the mediation of our Government, the amount of their jag- 
hires, be applied to the liquidation of the Nabob’s debt to the Hon. Company. I 
fhall be very glad if his Excellency confents to make this meafure an act of his own, 
‘<< as I conccive it would be more agreeable to you, and more confiftent with thofe ap- 
<¢ pearances which it may be thought expedient to preferve with his Excellency ; 
but if he declines it, as is by no means improbable, I fhall think myfelf juflified by 
your inftructions in infifting on its being done even without his concurrence.” 
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Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings ; dated Lucknow, 
the 6th of December, 1781. 
«¢ Finding the Nabob wavering in his determination about the refumption of the 
jaghires, I this day, in prefence of, and with the minifter’s concurrence, ordered the 
neceflary perwannahs to be written to the feveral aumils for that purpofe, and it 
was my firm refolution to have difpatched them this evening, with proper people to 
fee them punctually and implicitly carried into execution ; but before they were all 
tranfcribed, I received a meffage from the Nabob, who had been informed by the 


minifler of the refolution | had taken, entreating that I would withhold the per- 
when he would attend me, and afford me fatif- 
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‘¢ wannahs until to-morrow morning, 
faction on this point.” 
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Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings ; dated Lucknow, 
the 7th of December, 1781. 


se My dear Sir, 
‘© | had the honour to addrefs you yefterday, informing you of the ftepsI had taken 
in regard to the refumption of the jaghires. This morning the Vizier came to me 
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according to his agreement, but feemingly without any intention or defire to yield 
me fatisfaction on the fubje& under difcuffion ; for after a great deal of converfa- 
tion, confifting on his part of trifling evafion and pucrile excufes for withholding 


his affent to the meafure, though at the fame time profeffing the moft implicit fub- 
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treafures were feizcd in confequence of the refiftance made by the 


Begum to the refutnption of her jaghire, This account was un- 


doubtedly untrue, and it naturally excited a very confiderable degree 
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miffion to your wifhes, I found myfelf without any other refource than the one of 
employing that exclufive authority with which I confider your inftruGtions to veft 
me; I therefore declared to the Nabob, in prefence of the minifter and Mr. John- 
fon, who, I defired, might bear witnefs of the converfation, that I conftrued his 
rejection of the meafure propofed, as a breach of his folemn promife to you, and 
an unwillingnefs to yield that affiftance which was evidently in his power, towards 
liquidating his heavy accumulated debt to the Company, and that I muft in confe- 
quence determine, in my own juflification, to iffue immediately the perwannahs, 
which had only been withheld in the fanguine hope, that he would be prevailed upon 
to make that his own a€t, which nothing but the moft urgent neceflity could force 
me to make mine. He left me without any reply, but afterwards fent for bis 
minifter, and authorifed him to give me hopes that my requifition would be com- 
plied with ; on which I expreffed my fatisfa@ion, but declared that I could admit 
of no farther delays, and unlefs I received his Excellency’s formal acquiefcence 
before the cvening, I fhould then moft affuredly iffue my perwannahs, which I have 
accordingly done, not having had any affurances from his Excellency that could 
juftify a farther fufpenfion.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings;, dated Lucknow, 
the oth of December, 1781. 


«© My dear Sir, 

‘« ] had the honour to addrefs you on the 7th inftant, informing you of the conver- 
fation which had paffed between the Nabob and me on the fubject of refuming the 
jaghires, and the ftep I had taken in confequence. His Excellency appeared to be 
very much hurt and incenfcd at the meafure, and loudly complains of the treachery 
of his minifters: firft, in giving you any hopes that fuch a meafure would be 
adopted ; and fecondly, in their promifing me their whole fupport in carrying it 
through. But, as 1 apprehend, rather than fuffer it to appear that the point had 
been carried in oppofition to his will, he at length yielded a nominal acquiefcence, 
and has this day iffued his own perwannahs to that effect ; declaring, however, at 
the fame time, both to me and his minifters, that itis an a&t of compulfion,” 
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of fufpicion, when falfe motives were affigned for an action fo very 
extraordinary in its nature, as the feizure of the treafures of the 


mother of a fovereign prince. He faid, it appeared to him from 


the 


The Governor-general to Mr. Middleton ; dated Benares, 
the 26th of December, 1781. 


‘¢ T have waited thus long in the hopes of hearing that fome progrefs had been 
‘¢ made in the execution of the plan which I concluded with the Nabob in September 
“¢ Jaft. I do not find that any ftep towards it has been yet taken, though three 
‘¢ months are elapfed, and little more than that period did appear to me requifite to 
‘© have accomplifhed the moft effential parts of it, and to have brought the whole into 
“ train, This tardinefs, and the oppofition prepared to the only decided a& yet un- 
s¢ dertaken, have a bad appearance. I approve the Nabob’s rcfolutions to deprive 
‘¢ the Begums of their ill-employed treafures.” 


Mr. Middleton's private Letter to the Governor-general ; dated Lucknow, 
the 28th of December, 1781. 


‘© Tf your new demand is to be infifted upon, which your letter feems to portend, 
I muft beg your precife orders upon it ; as, from the difficulties I have within thefe 
few days experienced, in carrying the points you had enjoined with the Nabob, I 
have the beft grounds for believing that he would confider it a dire¢t breach of the 
late agreement, and totally reje& the propofal as fuch: and I muft own to you, that 
‘ in his prefent fermented ftate of mind, I could expeé nothing lefs than defpair, 
‘¢ and a declared rupture. 

“© The wrefting Furruckabad, Kyrague, and Fyzula Cawn’s country from his 
“ government (for in that light, my dear Sir, I can faithfully affure you he views the 
““ meafures adopted in refpe& to thofe countries,) together with the refumption of all the 
‘* jaghires, fo much againf? his inclination, have already brought the Nabub to a per- 
“ fuafion that nothing lefs than his. deftru€tion, or the annihilation of cvery thadow 
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‘© of his power, is meant; and all my labours to convince him to the contrary have 
** proved abortive. <A fettled melancholy has feized him, and his health is reduced 
“* beyond conception ; and I do moft folemnly believe, that the march of four regi- 
“* ments of fepoys towards Lucknow, under whatever circumftances it might be 
‘* reprcfented, would be confidered by him as a force ultimately to be ufed in fecuring 
‘© his perfon. In fhort, my dear Sir, it is a matter of fuch immediate moment, and 
‘© involving apparently fuch very ferious and important confequences, that I have not 


‘< only taken upon me to fufpend the communication of it to the Nabob, until I 
3 “© fhould 
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the letters of Mr. Middleton, that both he and Afoph ul Dowlah 
were rcluctant to comply with Mr. Haftings’s fuggeftion to feize on 


the treafures of the Begums; he faid no proof had becn given that 
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in carrying them into execution.” 


the 


fheuld be honoured with your farther commands, but have alfo ventured to write 
the inclofed letter to Colonel Morgan—Liberties which I confidently truft you 
will excufe, when you confider that I can be actuated by no other motive than a 
zeal for the public fervice; and that if, after all, you determine that the meafure 
fhall be infifted on, it will be only the lofs of fix, or at moft cight days, in pro- 
But, in the laft event, I earneftly intreat your orders may be explicit 
and pofitive, that I may clearly know what length you would wifh me to proceed, 


Mr. Middleton's public Letter to the Hon. Warren Haftings, Governor general, ce. We. 
dated Lucknow, the 30th of December, 1781. 

“¢ For the fake of perfpicuity, I have thought it beft to recapitulate the feveral 

‘© paragraphs of your letter, and arrange my anfwers to them refpectively in the 


‘© fame order. 


«6 od. IT have waited thus long, in 
hopes of hearing that fome progrefs 
has been made in the execution of the 
plan which I concluded with the Na- 
*¢ bob in September laft; I do net find 
that any ftep towards it has yet been 
taken, though three months are elapfed, 
and little more than that period did 
appear to me requifite to have accom- 
‘© plifhed the moft effential parts of it, 
and to have brought the whole into 
‘‘ train. This tardinefs, and the oppo- 
“<< fition prepared to the only decided act 
«© yet undertaken, have a bad appear- 
“© ance. 
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“In reply to the fecond paragraph, 
I beg leave to refer you to my former 
letters, Mating the turbulent fate of 
the country. Three months is a pe- 
riod in which the changes you allude 
to probably might have been citcated 
in times of perfect tranquillity; but 
when all the diftricts acrofs the Gogra 
were in arms, and all the jaghircdars 
(a very numerous and powertul body) 
were very little fhort of the fame ftate 
in every diftrict, and for the regulating 
and reduction of whom the aumils 
were principally to be applicd to— 
could a general change or attack upon 
thofe aumils with eafe have been un- 
dertaken? I think not; but | put 
this argument of the practicability or 
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the Begums had actually been in rebellion. The Lord Chancellor 


farther obferved, that at the time thcfe compulfory meafurcs were 


ufed towards the Nabob, his country in every part of it was filled 
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‘© 9d. T approve the Nabob’s refolution 
to deprive the Begums of their ill- 
employed treafures. In both fervices 
it muft be your care to prevent an abufe 
of the powers given to thofe that are 
employed in them. You  yourfclf 
: You 
muft not allow any negociation or for- 
bearance, but muft profecute both fer- 
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ought to be perfonally prefent. 
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impracticability out of the queftion, as 
it was not that confideration which 
prevented me from enforcing the mea- 
fures recommended by you to the Na- 
bob in the treaty; the fact is this: I 
did not underftand, at the period of 
executing the agreement between you 
and the Vizier, that your intention 
was, that the whole of the reform 
propofed was in its fulleft extent to 
take place this year, nor indeed at all, 
if the Company’s debt became liqui- 
dated; I conceived your interference 
in the Nabob’s government tended folely 
to eftablifh the means of the moft fpeedy 
payment poffible of the Company’s debt; 
and that whenever this fhould be ac- 
complifhed, every fhadow of interfe- 
rence was to be defifted from, which I 
{tated to the Nabob and the minifters, 
and I believe upon the faith of that 
affurance principally was his Excel- 
lency’s acquiefcence obtained. 


«© To the 3d paragraph I fhall only 
fay, that I march to-morrow with the 
Nabob to enforce both the fervices you 
exact in it; and if I fucceed, 1s I have 
the ftrongeft reafons to hope, in ob- 
taining large rcady money refources 
towards liquidating the arrears to the 
troops, which form a large proportion 
of the debt to the Company, I have 

“¢ not 
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by troops under the command of Britith officers and in Britith pay ; 


that it was pertectly true there had been tumults and infurrections 


in the province adjoining to the Begum’s jaghire; but thefe were to 
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vices until the Begums are at the entire ‘* nota doubt of accomplifhing every end 
mercy of the Nabob, their jaghires in  ‘* you have now declared you look to the 
the quiet polleffion of his aumils, and ** inftant performance of,” 

their wealth in fuch charge as may fe- 

cure it againft private embezzlement.” 


Mr. Middleton's private Letter to the Governor-general ; dated Lucknow, 
the 30th of December, 1781. 


«My dear Sir, 

‘«« T have this day anfwered your public letter, in the form you feemed to expec. 
I hope there is nothing in it that may appear to you too pointed. If you wifh 
the matter to be otherwife underftood than I have taken up and {tated it, I need 
not fay I fhall be ready to conform to whatever you may prefcribe, and to take 
upon myfelf any fhare of the blame of the (hitherto) non- performance of the fti- 
pulations made on behalf of the Nabob; though I do affure you, I myfelf repre- 
{ented to his Excellency and the miniiters, conceiving it to be your defire, that 
the apparent affumption of the reins of his government (for in that light he un- 
doubtedly confidered it at the firft view) as fpecified in the agreement executed by 
him, was not meant to be fully and literally enforced, but that it was necellary 
you fhould have fomething to fhew on your fide, as the Company were deprived 
of a benefit without a requital ; and upon the faith of this affiurance alone, I be- 
lieve I may fafely aflirm, his Excellency’s wbjections to figning the treaty were 
given up. If I have underftood the mattcr wrong, or mifconceived your defign, 
I am truly forry for it; however, it is not too late to correct the error; and I 
am ready to undertake, and, God willing, to carry through, whatever you may 
on receipt of my public letter, tell me is your final refolve.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings, Governor-general, Sc. Sc. dated Fyzabad, 


the 13th of Fanuary, 1782. 


‘¢ With refpeét to the bufinefs here, I have the honour to inform you, that yef- 


‘< terday, finding that the temporifing and indccifive condu@ of the Nabob feemed to 


‘« promife 


( 113°) | 
be attributed in his opinion, to the oppreffions of Colonel Hannay 
and his officers, not to the interference of the Begums or their 
eunuths ; and therefore, he contended, there was no real ground 
for the feizing upon their treafures, and treating them in the fevere 
and oppreffive manner in which they had been treated. His Lord- 
fhip concluded with declaring that, to his conviction, Mr. Haft- 


‘© promife an iffue very different from that expeCted in your commands of the 26th 
“© of December laft.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings, Governor-general, Sc. &8c. dated Fyzabad, 
the 20th of “fanuary, 1782. 
<¢ Sir, 
“The Begum having finally agreed to furrender to the Nabob the treafures of 
«¢ his late father, the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, which fhe had hitherto retained in 
‘¢ her poffeffion, his Excellency defired me to withdraw the troops from the Kella.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Warren Haftings, Governor-general, &Fc. &c. dated Lucknow, 
the 11th of February, 1782. 
cc Sir, 

«© Inclofed I have the honour to forward you addreffes from his Excellency the Vi- 
<¢ zier and his minifters. In juflice to the latter, it is incumbent upon me to in- 
«¢ form you, that during the progrefs of the bufinefs at Fyzabad, I received from 
«© them the moft willing and zcalous fupport ; and that to their exertions I confides 
<¢ myfelf greatly indebted for the complete fuccefs which attended that bufinefs.” 


Extradt from the Letter of the Governor-general und Council to the Court of Dsreétors, 
dated the 11th of February, 1782. 


‘¢ In order to punifh the Begum for this daring ill condu@t (marching an armed 
<¢ force to oppofe the refumption of the jaghires) and to put it out of her power to 
‘«« apply the treafures which fhe had amaffed to the purpofe of raifing any further 
s¢ commotion in the country, the Nabob refolved to feize her wealth, which by the 
‘© Mahomedan Jaw he was entitled to as an inheritance from his father, who, in 
‘«¢ the latter years of his life, had committed his treafury wholly to her charge, and 


‘¢ it remained with her after his death.” 
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ings ought not to be acquitted of the charge, but that the — 
had made it good. , 

The Earl of MORTON rofe immediately after the Lord @han- 
cellor, and faid, he was much furprifed to hear the learned Lord” 
fay, that no proofs had been given of the rebellion of the Begums. 
Did his Lordfhip lay no ftrefs upon the ftrong facts ftated in the 
affidavits, and the pointed evidence given in Weftminfter Hall by 
many very refpectable officers, relative to the Begum’s foldiers 
having been actually taken in arms at Pateeta, and the other 
{trong circumftances, which, his Lordfhip faid, carried complete 
conviction to his mind, that they took a very active part in that 
rebellion ? 

Lord THURLOW, in reply, went much at large into a circum- 
ftantial ftatement of the cafe of Rafael and Governor Verelft, from 
Blackftone’s Reports, and declared what had been his opinion upon 
fuch a cafe at the time that he was Attorney General, communicated 
again and again to Sir Stanier Portien, the Under Secretary of State, 
refpecting the treatment of a French fubjeét in France, or a Spa- 
nifh fubje& in Spain, through: the interpofition of this country. 
He denied, as a lawyer, the truth of the propofition laid down by 
the noble and learned Lord, refpecting the Minifter of the Britith 
government being legally amenable for any act of an independent 
foreign prince, to one of his own fubjects, and contended that 
Afoph ul Dowlah could be confidered no otherwife than as an 
independent fovercign prince; as fuch we had recognifed him in 
-all our treaties, and in all the aéts of the Britifh government in 
India. He fat upon the throne of Oude, and was looked up to as an 
independent fovereign prince. He mutt therefore not be deemed for 


one 
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one purpofe the ofenfible Sovereign, and the offenfible Nabob and 
Vizier of Oude, and an independent Sovereign and Nabob for 
another. Having replied to this point, his Lordfhip proceeded to 
anfwer the remarks of the learned Lord. If, faid he, I have fuc- 
eceded in conveying. to your Lordfhips the opinions which I enter- 
tain, I certainly did ftate the dependence of the Nabob upon the 
Bengal government as broadly as the learned Lord himfelf has laid 
it down; all I contend is this, that it was exercifed, and neceffarily 
exercifed, by all preceding and fucceffive adminiftrations in the fame 
manner: by the majority in the time of General Clavering, by 
Mr. Haftings, by Lord Cornwallis, and by Sir John Shore. Let 
me intreat your Lordfhips to look to the letter written by Mr. Haft- 
ings in the year 1777, to the Nabob. He there reprefents to him 
in the moft forcible language, the abfolute neceffity of appointing 
a Naib of character, and invefting him with great power: that by 
no other means can his affairs be brought into order. He begs 
him to difcard the unworthy characters that furround him, and one 
man in particular, whom he mentions by name. What is the 
threat if this advice is not followed? It is this, my Lords—The 
Englifh will not continue a connection with you: it will be dif- 
honourable to them. The advice was followed. The minifter re- 
commended by Mr. Haftings was appointed. I mean Hyder Beg 
Khan, the other and the fuperior, Huffein Reza Cawn, being but 
a nominal minifter. Hyder Beg Khan received from Mr. Haftings 
the ftrongeft affurances of fupport as long as he continued to exc- 
cute the duties which he owed to his mafter with fidelity, in which 
the interefts of the Bengal government were fo materially concerned. 
He received precifely the fame affurances from Lord Cornwallis. 
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In other words, he was protected, both by Mr. Haftings and Lord 
Cornwallis, againft the intrigues of thofe men who were the com- 
panions of the Nabob’s loofer hours, and without fuch protection 
he could not have held his ftation an hour. This minifter, who in 
fome of the articles before your Lordfhips is called an implacable 
tyrant, died while Lord Cornwallis was upon the coaft in the year 
1791. His Lordfhip, in his letters to the Directors, laments his 
death as a great public misfortune, both on account of his attach- 
ment to the Englifh, and his abilities, which were profeffedly, his 
Lordfhip fays, fuperior to thofe of any other perfon in the Nabob’s 
dominions. But to fhew that the influence of the Bengal govern- 
ment is now what it always has been over the Nabob, Lord Corn- 
wallis writes that the Nabob had declined to appoint a prime minif- 
ter, from the time of Hyder Beg’s death until his Lordfhip’s return 
to Bengal. It is therefore perfectly clear that the Nabob has at all 
times been under a fimilar degree of influence to the government of 
Bengal. The noble and learned Lord has read all that correfpon- 
dence between Mr. Middleton and Sir Elijah Impey, and between 
Mr. Middleton and Mr. Haftings, to which I have fo fully alluded, 
that I will not go over it again. I admit as diftin@tly as the noble 
and learned Lord can defire me to admit, that between the rgth of 
September and the 26th of December, 1781, the Nabob did fhew 
an extreme unwillingnefs to adopt thofe very meafures which in 
the month of September he appeared firmly determined to adopt. 
JT admit that Mr. Middleton’s letters prove the fact moft fully. 
The learned Lord has alfo faid a good deal of that private letter of 
Mr. Middleton, which accompanied his public letter of the 26th of 
December, in which he offers, if the public letter is not fatisfactory, 
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to alter it, fo as to make it conformable to Mr. Haftings’s withes ; 
but adding, that if he had miftaken Mr. Haftings’s intentions, he 
was very forry for it. He had really conceived the whole end which 
Mr. Haftings had in view by the treaty of Chunar was, to obtain the 
payment of the Nabob’s debt in the fhorteft pofflible time. JI am 
fure it muft have been by mere accident that the noble and learned 
Lord, fpeaking as he does in the dignified character of a judge, had 
not ordered the clerk to read Mr. Haftings’s anfwer to that letter, 
which was a reply to the whole feries of Mr. Middleton’s private 
letters. It is important indeed, and in my mind removes every de- 
gree of doubt and fufpicion that can arife upon this article in the 
breaft of any candid man. Mr. Haftings, in terms of {trong indig- 
nation, tells Mr. Middleton, ‘* I have been deceived: I know not 
‘* yet by whom.” He goes on to exprefs his furprife at the con- 
tents of Mr. Middleton’s letters. ‘* The ref{umption of the jag- 
‘* hires,” fays he, ‘‘ though a meafure to which the Nabob ori- 


ginally folicited my confent, three months ago, is but at this 


‘ 


moment about to be commenced, and againft the Nabob’s inclina- 


‘* tion. You expect refiftance.. You apply to Colonel Morgan for 
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a regiment. You write to me, that unlefs you are much mif- 


‘« taken, a larger force will be neceffary. Unwilling to rifk the 


wz 
La 


reputation of our army, or to fritter away our force by detach- 
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ments, I order a larger force, and then you tell me the Nabob 
will never be brought to confent to the meafure; and Mr. John- 
fon writes to me, that it will be putting the temporary brigade 
upon him again.”—* Thefe (fays Mr. Haftings) are abfolute 
contradictions. I will not (he adds) divide the brigade at Cawn- 
‘ pour while the Mahrattas are on our frontier, and the peace with 
‘* them 
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them fo recently concluded, I have written to the Nabob, (fays 
Mr. Haftings) and do you tell him that I do not wifh to interfere 
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in his affairs againft his inclinations ; but I will not facrifice the 
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Company’s interefts to the caprice of his advifers. Let him pay 
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the debt now due, and I will withdraw all our forces, and the 
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refident’s office, but I will not fuffer his alliance to be a clog 
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inftead of an advantage to Bengal.” ‘* Be cautious (he fays) 
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that the Nabob does not mifconceive my letter, as bearing any 


a 


expreffion of difpleafure towards him. I think him too deceived. 


‘*T wifh him to regard me as his friend, and to confide both in 
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my faith and attachment. I am willing to give him undoubted 
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proofs of both. I will do nothing for the prefervation of his 
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interefts againft his will; but I will not hazard the fafety and 
** honour of our arms, nor facrifice the Company’s iii and 
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rights, to the caprice of his advifers.” 

He adds, that his reputation may fuffer from the delays that have 
taken place, and he defires that all Mr. Middleton’s letters, in 
future, may be official, that, if necefflary, he may make a public 
reference to them, It is impoffible for any of your Lordfhips to 
read this letter without being convinced that Mr. Haftings was in 
a very high degree offended at the letter which Mr. Middleton had 
written to him; and it is equally clear that he does not impute to 
the Nabob the delays that had taken place. The letter written by 
Mr, Hatftings to the Nabob produced an immediate effect. The 
Nabob thanks him for his advice, and promifes to follow it, which 
he does. Here your Lordfhips will alfo obferve, that the only 
menace ufed by Mr. Haftings is, that the Britifh government will 
break off all connection with the Nabob; that they will not be 
| 3 involved 
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involved in the ruin which his obftinacy will bring upon Oude.— 
Mr. Middleton in his evidence imputes all this verfatility in the 
Nabob’s difpofition, to the influence of: his perfonal favourites: ] 
have not a doubt of the fact, and am convinced from the whole 
tenor of the evidence, that the Nabob was induced to a¢t as he did, 
hot to fave the jaghire of his mother, but to prevent the refump- 
tion of the jaghires of his favourites. You have it in evidence, 
my Lords, that as early as March, 1776, he urged his mother, 
through Mr. Briftow, to accept money in lieu of: her jaghires, be- 
caufe, as he faid, two rulers were too much for one country. 

The noble and learned Lord furely does not mean to imprefs your 
Lordfhips with an idea that Mr. Haftings meant to compel the Na- 
bob by force to refume the jaghires, or to take the treafures.—The 
troops under Britifh officers had been placed in Oude at the Nabob’s 
defire, and for the protection of his country. It never was the 
intention of Mr. Haftings to ufe force, if we may judge from all 
that appears in evidence. On the contrary, Mr. Haftings moft 
exprefily fays, that he will not interfere in the Nabob’s internal 
government again{t his confent, and that he is ready to withdraw 
the refident and all the troops that are in Oude, and to break off the 
connection between the two countries, if the Nabob defires it. I 
have fo fully explained already the nature of the compulfion ufed 
by Mr. Haftings, that I believe your Lordfhips are fully convinced 
it is very different indeed from that fort of — defcribed by 
the noble and learned Lord. : 

The noble and learned Lord fuppofes that the oppreffions alledged 
to have been committed by Colonel Hannay, were the real caufe of 


the infurrections in September, 1781. . As the Manager who fum- 
med 
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med up the evidence on this article profeffed to entertain the fame 
fentiments, I was led to a very minute examination of the evidence 
to this particular point. But fo far from finding any thing in it to 
juftify fuch a conclufion, I muft freely confefs, my Lords, that 
the fact of the exiftence of Colonel Hannay’s oppreffions is by no 
means eftablifhed—It is mere idle rumour. Mr. Holt’s evidence 
is fo very general, that I can make nothing of it. He went out a 
boy, between fifteen and fixtcen years of age, with Sir Eyre Coote, 
in 1779; and in the next year he was in Barreetch and Gorrucpore. 
He knew nothing of the ftate of thofe countries prior to that period. 
He talks of feeing mud forts, and bamboo prifons, where renters 
were confined for their balances. He fays, the country had, as he 
has heard, an unfavourable opinion of Colonel Hannay, and in 
converfation he has heard, that he was worth thirty lacks of rupees, 
or three hundred thoufand pounds fterling. 

Captain Edwards’s evidence is equally loofe and unfatisfactory to 
the point the Managers contended for. He had heard that the con- 
duct of Colonel Hannay was oppreffive, but he could {peak to no 
particular fact. Colonel Ahmuty fays, that he had heard reports 
of the inhabitants of Gorrucpore being much diffatisfied with Colonel 
Hannay ; that he knows nothing of particular facts, .as Sfgorrucpore 
was fo diftant from the place where he comman¢ed.: but;” my 
Lords, he adds, ‘* all the Gorrucpore diftrict were fa ‘{fballions 
‘* people, and I believe were people who never paid any reyenuc to 
«« the Nabob without its being very feverely enforced,’’ | 

In a very early period, long before Colong¢]' Hannay went to Gor- 
rucpoie, that province was defcribed by the Brjtith refident, as in 
fuch a ftate of anarchy and rebellion, that it could ‘hardly be faid to» 

make 
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make a part of the Nabob’s dominions. Major Lumfdaince, who 
knew Colonel Hannay, and well knew the country he managed, 
{peaks of him in very high terms. There is nothing therefore in 
evidence that goes toa fpecific fact of oppreflion committed by 
Colonel Hannay or his officers. Three of his officers, Major 
Lumfdaine, Captain Williams, and Captain Gordon, were ex- 
amined at your Lordfhips’ bar—Their teftimony is perfectly clear, 
and fully proves that the Britifh troops were oppofed by forces in 
the Begum’s pay. Major Macdonald, another officer of Coloncl 
Hannay’s, who is ftill in India, diftinctly ftates in his affidavit, 
the hoftile conduét of the eunuchs in the city of Fyzabad, and the 
critical fituation in which he remained within fifteen miles of that 
city, for many days after the report of the revolt of Cheyt Sing was 
circulated through the country. The notoriety of the rebellion of 
the Begum was fuch, that one of the witneffes at your Lordfhips’ 
bar, Captain Wade, I think, on being afked by a Manager if he 
was applied to make an affidavit, faid, that if any one in India had 
called upon him for fuch a purpofe, he fhould have thought they 
were joking. 

Another point on which the noble and learned Lord has laid a 
confiderable ftrefs, I have really fo fully explained already, that I 
am afraid of trefpaffing upon your patience by going over the ground 
again. The noble and learned Lord fays, that it ought to excite 
fufpicion when we find a man giving a falfe account of the motives 
of his own conduét. He fays, Mr. Haftings reprefents to the Court 
of Directors, and fo ftates it in his defence in the Houfe of Com- 
mons, that the treafures were feized in confequence of the refiftance 
made by the Begum to the ref{umption of her jaghires.) My Lords, 
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I admit it fully that he docs fo ftate it. But how? Mr. Middleton 
furnifhed the materials for the defence in the Houfe of Commons, 
and did fo reprefent it, though he declared alfo in his evidence before 
the Houfe of Commons, and though he has fworn before your 
Lordfhips, that it was determined to refume the treafures before the 
jaghires were attacked. It is therefore beyond all queftion a blun- 
der, anda blunder, as I obferved before, which the Managers have 
allowed Mr. Haftings completely to corre&t, by inferting in their 
evidence what they call his fecond defence. I admit alfo, that the 
fame blunder is committed in the letter to the Diretors, of the 11th 
of February, 1782, from the Board, and that Mr. Haftings figned 
the letter juft after his return to Calcutta. But the Board refer 
the Directors moft particularly to all Mr. Haftings’s letters, and 
they fay, that by thofe it will appear that it was to punifh the Be- 
gum for her daring ill-condu@ in refifting the refumption of the 
jaghires, that the Nabob refolved to feize her treafures. Now, my 
Lords, in the letters of Mr. Haftings, to which the Board refer 
the Directors, as containing complete information, that gentleman 
moft expreffly ftates, that he ftrenuoufly encouraged and fupported the 
Nabob in feizing the treafures, becaufe the Begum had affifted 
Cheyt Sing during his rebellion, and fo the Court of Diredtors 
fully underftood it. To infer guilt therefore from a miftake of Mr. 
Middleton, or from the inaccuracy of the fecretary, in the wording 
of a general letter, is what, ‘Tam fure, from the juftice and honour 
of your Lordfhips, you never will do. 

Upon the whole, my Lords, I do declare to you upon my 
honour, that after the fulleft inveftigation of every allegation in 
this article, and comparing each moft carefully with the evidence 
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adduced in fupport of it, I am decidedly of opinion that Mr. Hatt- 
ings ought to be acquitted of every part of the charge. Your Lord- 
fhips will confider guo animo the acts were done, which are alledged 
to be criminal ; and I think you will agree with me, that Mr. Hait- 
ings acted highly meritorioufly in every part of his conduét relative 
to Oude. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, it did appear to him that 
the Nabob fhewed an unwillingnefs to refume the treafures and the 
jaghires of his mother ; that as fo much therefore of the charge was 
in his opinion made out, he could not confcientioufly acquit Mr. 
Haftings of all blame, though he was not guilty of the other parts 
of the charge; but what he had faid was merely to juftify his own 
vote, and not from a view or an expectation of influencing the 
judgment of any one of their Lordfhips. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he could not give a con- 
{cientious vote of Not-Content to the queftion upon the propofition. 
agreed to by both the noble and learned Lords, that the minifter of 
one country was not amenable to the laws of that country, if he 
procured an independent foreign prince to do an act of injuftice to 
one of that foreign prince’s fubjects. Juftice, in the eye of reafon 
and morality, was due toevery individual, whether the fubjcct of a 
defpotic prince or a free government. He quoted the writcrs on 
the jus gentium, and in particular Grotius, to fupport his argument 
on that point. He then referred to his own notes of the evidence, 
to prove that the treafures in poffeffion of the Bhow Begum were, 
excepting one eighth (which by the laws and cuftoms of Mahome- 
dans were her property, as the widow of Sujah Dowlah) the actual 
property of the reigning Nabob, Afoph ul Dowla. His Lordfhip 
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faid, that the treaty, as it was called, of 1775, was actually ufu- 
rious, and would have been fet afide on that ground by any court 
of law in Weftminfter Hall. The refumption of the jaghires was, 
in his opinion, a meafure of found policy, and the only meafure 
that could afford a chance of reftoring order to fo diftracted a go- 
vernment as Oude. Whether the meafure of feizing the treafures 
‘riginated from the Nabob or from Mr. Haftings, made no fort of 
altcration, according to his view of the queftion. They had clearly 
forfeited their right to them. His Lordfhip then, from his notes, 
read extracts from fome of the affidavits, and from the evidence 
given in Weftminfter Hall by Colonel Popham, Lieutenant Wade, 
Lieutenant Birrel, Captain Symes, Captain Grey, Mr. Shuldham, 
Captain Gordon, Captain Williams, and other gentlemen, which 
contained, in his opinion, a body of proof not to be refifted. No 
doubt could remain as to the rebellious conduct of the Begums, act- 
ing in the only way they could a@t, through their agents. To take 
it on another ground, and that the ftrongeft poffible—the Nabob 
owed the Company a large debt: Mr. Haftings, as Governor Ge- 
neral, ftood in the fituation of the Nabob’s principal creditor; he 
knew that the Nabob had fufficient to pay it in the hand of a third 
perfon, and he compelled the Nabob to take that property, fo un- 
juftly held from him, and apply it to the difcharge of his debt to 
the Company among others. What was there illegal or unfair in 
a creditor’s purfuing fuch a line of condu&t? The acts therefore 
were juftifiable without reforting to the plea of neceflity; but the 
neceffity had been proved in the cleareft manner ; and his Lordfhip 
had no hefitation in faying, that Mr. Haftings faved India by: the 
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meafure which he adopted in Oude, fubfequent to the treaty of 
Chunar. 
The queftion was then put, on Lord Thurlow’s. motion. The 
Not-Contents were declared to have it, and the whole charge was ne- 


gatived by one vote.—Adjourned. 





Fripay, March 20, 


The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee at half paft three 
this day, when 

Lord THURLOW rofe to lay before their Lordfhips the evi- 
dence as it appeared to him toapply to the charge of prefents, ftated 
by the Commons to have been received corruptly by Mr. Haft- 
ings in fome inftances, and in others in breach of an act of Parlia- 
ment. His Lordfhip faid, that long before the return of Mr. Haft- 
ings to Great Britain, he certainly had: formed a very high opinion 
both of his talents and of his fuccefsful exertions in the public fer- 
vice, during his very long adminiftration ; and he had fully declared 
his opinion of this gentleman’s character to their Lordfhips many 
years ago. He had met with nothing, on a clofer review of the 
particular meafures of his. ailiminiitration: to induce him to change 
that opinion. But he confeffed that he looked upon the charge now 
before their Lordfhips as ono which in all its parts deferved their 
moft mature and careful examination. He freely admitted alfo 
that he difliked prefents; when offered as benevolences from pcr- 
fons of inferior {tations to princes (and in that character Mr. Hatt- 
ings certainly moved while in India,) they often merited the name 
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of extortion; when tendered as prefents, they generally meant cor- 
ruption. But at the fame time that he called upon their Lordfhips 
to fift the evidence to the bottom, it was not neceflary in fuch a 
court, to caution them as judges to difmifs from their remembrance 
all that they had heard that was extraneous both to the evidence and 
the charge. Inferences were not to be received, and he was fure 
they would not be received by their Lordfhips as fubftitutes for 
proof. It had been often remarked, that if it were poflible to fift 
this bufinefs of the prefents, or if the evidence offered had been 
admitted, much more would have been difcovered than has yet been 
brought to light. Thefe obfervations were not to be attended to. 
Evidence to every point in charge had been fully admitted, and in 
no one inftance rejected. Their Lordfhips would not be biaffed by 
the remark fo often repeated, that Mr. Haftings might have received 
many more prefents than thofe which are noticed in the charge. No: 
the Court would determine by the evidence, and by thofe inferences 
only which were fairly to be concluded from it. They were bound 
to believe, as the fact undoubtedly was, that by the induftry of the 
profecutors, and by the attention of the dcfendant’s counfel, the 
whole truth was fully and completely before them. 

The article, entitled prefents, was divided into two parts, and 
the firft claufe in the charge applied to the prefent laft received ; yet 
the Commons had very properly purfued a different mode in bring- 
ing the fubject before their Lordfhips. One year (1789) was em- 
ployed by their Lordfhips in receiving evidence as to the prefents 
alledged to have been taken corruptly in the years 1772, °1773> 
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The next ycar of the trial (1790) was employed in adducing 
evidence to prove the receipt of prefents in the years 1780, 1781, 
1782, and 1783; that is, the prefents for which Mr. Haftings 
has accounted to the Company: fo that, in the intermediate period 
of fix years, it is not charged that Mr. Haftings received any pre- 
fent whatever. In the firft period, that is, between 1772 and 1774, 
Mr. Haftings is charged with receiving three Jacks and fifty-four 
thoufand rupees, as bribes for certain appointments which he made 
at Moorfhedabad in 1772. He is alfo charged with receiving four 
lacks and forty-four thoufand rupees from the Rance Bowannee, 
who is the female zemindar of Radfhace, and with appropriating 
to his own ufe forty thoufand rupees a year, from the falary of the 
phoufdar of Houghly. Your Lordfhips will obferve that he is 
{uppofed to have taken all this money in the ftrongeft fenfe of the 
words, mofl corruptly ; as bribes or brokage for appointments to 
offices. 

The fums taken at the latter period I thal] now but barely men- 
tion, becaufe they will require a feparate confideration entirely.— 
The firft fum was the two lacks taken from Cheyt Sing in 1780, 
which, by the mode of its being entered upon the public accounts, 
did appear to be the property of Mr. Haftings. Whether, from 
circumftances which I fhall not now go into, that fum was not fo 
difclofed as tomake it dona fide the Company’s money the inftant he 
took it, will be for your Lordfhips hereafter to determine. 

The next is a receipt of two lacks from Patna, entered under 
the head of Durbar charges, and received in April, 1781. 

The next is a fum of fifty-eight thoufand rupees, entered alfo as 
Durbar charges, and it is followed by the large prefent of one hun- 
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dred thoufand pounds, received-from the Nabob Vizier by bills in 
1781, which bills were not fully paid until March 1782. Thefe 
fums were alfo entered under the head of ‘Durbar charges. By: be- 
ing fo entered, they immediately became the property of the Eaft- 
India Company, and were open to any fort of inveftigation abroad 
or in England. Your Lordfhips will at once fee that thefe charges 
involve a very different cafe from the former. I fhall not go into 
them at prefent. 

The laft is the prefent from Nobkiffen, which being in fome 
meafure different from the three preceding articles, will require a 
feparate confideration alfo. | 

At the prefent moment, my Lords, I fhall entirely confine my 
obfervations to the evidence which applies to the cafe of the prefents 
alledged to have been received in the ycars 1772, 1773, and 
1774, that is, to the prefents which Mr. Haftings is charged to 
have received for corrupt appointments to offices in Bengal, by 
which he added nearly one hundred thoufand pounds to his private 
fortune. I will confefs to you, my Lords, that when a charge of 
this very {crious nature was preferred by fo great a body as the Houfe 
of Commons, I conceived it to be moft important indeed; I be- 
lieved that thofe who framed the charge were prepared to fupport it 
by fome ftrong evidence that had recently been difcovered. Your 
Lordfhips all know, that the Legiflature has often re-appointed Mr. 
Haftings to the high office of Governor General of Bengal fubfe- 
quent to the period when the matter which forms this part of the 
charge of prefents, had been very fully difcuffed in England. Your 
Lordfhips all know that in the year 1773, the minifter of that day 
held up Mr. Haftings to the view of the Houfe of Commons as a 
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man who was proof againft that fort of temptation, -which a very 
great character had publicly faid the moft virtuous man was not able 
to refift. It iS nearly nineteen years ago fince I was called upon 
in another fituation to confider, and to give my opinion on one of 
the material points in the charge now under your Lordfhips’ confi- 
deration. I did not therefore conceive, that facts which at that pe- 
riod were not deemed worthy of public inquiry, would, after the 
lapfe of fo many years, have been thought matter fit for impeach- 
ment, unlefs, which I fuppofed to be the cafe, fome ftrong and de- 
cifive evidehce on the points alluded to, had been difcovered. In 
that cafe, I fhould have held the argument often urged, that twenty 
years had elapfed fince the whole cafe had been referred to England, 
to have been fallacious and nugatory. Nodiftance of time, no pub- 
lic fervice, no parliamentary appointments, ought to fcreen a man 
from punifhment, who, charged with the government of an eme 
pire, has taken bribes for official appointments. I have therefore, 
my Lords, looked with all the diligence in my power, through the 
evidence which has been given in fupport of this charge. 

With refpect to the Ranee Bowannee, from whom Mr. Haftings 
is accufed of having received the large fum of forty-four thoufand 
pounds fterling, there certainly is not one tittle of evidence to fup- 
port the charge, nor can J find even the name of this perfon men- 
tioned in any part of the evidence. No‘cvidence has been offered to 
fupport another allegation. Mr. Haftingsis charged with receiving 
four thoufand pounds a year from the falary of Khan Jehan Khan, 
who was phoufdar of Houghly’; but there is no evidence offered to 
fupport the charge, and confequently, on both thefe allegations Mr. 
Haftings mutt be acquitted.” 
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The only remaining charge is, that in the year 1772, Mr. Haft- 
ings corruptly received three lacks and fifty-four thoufand rupees, 
nearly forty thoufand pounds, from Nundcomar and Muny Begum, 
for appointing the fon of the former Duan, and the latter guardian 
to the Nabob of Bengal. 

Your Lordfhips will recollect, that one whole year was employed 
in Weftminfter Hall in this part of the charge; I will endeavour, 
therefore, as fhortly as 1 am able, to Jay before your Lordfhips the 
refult of the evidence upon it, as it ftrikes my mind. 

In the month of May, 1765, Lord Clive arrived in Bengal, and 
brought with him pofitive diretions to enforce the execution of cer- 
tain covenants which the Directors had ordered their fervants to enter 
into. By thofe covenants every man was bound not to receive more 
than one thoufand rupees from any prince, or native of India, without 
the confent of the Council, nor above four thoufand rupees without 
the confent of the Directors. The Company, as the charge afferts, 
adopted-this meafure in confequence of the extortions that had been 
practifed under the plea of receiving prefents; and, my Lords, it 
isa fingular fact, that, after all the laudable induftry exerted in the 
year 1772, by a Committee of the Houfe of Commons to difcover 
the perfons who had received prefents at the two great revolutions in 
Bengal, it did not appear that any prefent was received by Mr. Hait- 
ings, though he had been confidentially employed both by Lord 
Clive and Mr}. Vanfittart. In addition to the covenants, Lord. 
Clive, in the month of-September, 1766, propofed that every go- 
vernor fhould take a folemn oath at the mayor’s court in Calcutta, 
that he would not take a prefent for himfelf beyond the amount 
{pecified in his covenant. He gave to a governor one and one- 

30 eighth 


( 131 ) 

eighth per cent. commiffion on the revenues. He took the oath 
himfelf. Mr. Verelft, who fucceeded him in January, 1767, took 
it alfo. But the Directors made a new arrangement, and gave the 
governor thirty-one out of one hundred fhares, in a commiffion of 
two and a half per cent. on the revenues. This totally changed the 
nature of the oath, Mr. Cartier fucceeded Mr. Verelft in January, 
1770. He did not take the oath, and in April, 1772, when Mr. 
Haftings fucceeded Mr. Cartier, the oath itfelf was become obfolete, 
which was the expreffion ufed by a witnefs at your bar. It is there- 
fore highly probable that Mr. Haftings, who was in England during » 
the government of Lord Clive, and afterwards at Madras, had 
never heard of this oath, The Managers, I think, wafted a great 
deal of time, and very unneceffarily, on this fubject, in order to 
convince your Lordfhips, that Mr. Haftings had predetermined to 
do all thofe corrupt a@ts which they charge him with having done, 
and therefore evaded taking the oath. Now, my Lords, I really 
think that any man who could commit the crimes alledged againft 
Mr. Haftings, would hardly hefitate a moment to add the crime of 
perjury to the catalogue. 

Lord Clive acquired for the Company, as your Lordfhips well 
know, the Dewannee of Bengal in 1765. It was his policy to 
draw what advantages he could from this grant through the medium 
of a double government, In other words, he not only preferved 
all the Mahomedan forms, but he actually committed to Mahomed 
Reza Cawn the entire management of -the revenues, and the admi- 
niftration of civil and criminal juftice to the people. The Britifh 
government protected the country by its army, and received into 
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fix lacks a year to the Mogul, fifty-three lacks to the Nabob, and 
twelve lacks to his minifter, Mahomed Reza Cawn, who enjoyed 
the high title of Naib Soubah. It was the earneft and preffing ad- 
vice of Lord Clive both to his fucceffor, Mr. Verelft, and to the Di- 
rectors, that this fyftem fhould remain entire in all its parts. He 
conceived that the intricacies in an Indian fy{tem of finance were not 
to be unravelled by Europeans, and that the form of the double go- 
vernment was neceffary to keep down the jealoufy of foreign nations. 

This fyftem continued from 1765 until 1772; your Lordfhips 
well know, that from various caufes the promifes of Lord Clive were 
not realized, and, in fact, inftead of Bengal yielding a balance of a_ 
million fterling a year in favour of Great Britain, the income barely 
fuficed to meet the expenditure. Under thefe peculiar circum- 
ftances, my Lords, was Mr. Haftings appointed to govern Bengal. 
Three or four days after hc bocame governor, in April, 1772, orders 
of a very important nature were received from the Directors, and 
your Lordfhips will fee that this detail is neceffary to the complete 
knowledge of the cafe, becaufe the prefent charge originated from 
the manner in which Mr. Haftings executed thofe orders. 

He was directed, in. concert with his council, to deftroy the 
whole fabric of the double government. He was to colledt the re- 
venues, through the agency of the Company’s fervants. In fhort, 
my Lords, he was to form a fyftem for the government of Bengal, 
under inftructions fo general, that I may fairly fay, the whole plan 
was left to his judgment and difcretion. : 

In addition to thefe orders, which neceflarily involved the dif- 
miffion of Mahomed Reza Cawn from his office of Naib Soubah, 
a letter was written to Mr. Haftings himfelf, and which in the 
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event of his death was not to be opened by any other perfon, direct- 
ing him immediately to iffue orders for feizing the perfon of Ma- 
homed Reza Cawn, his family and dependents. He was farther di- 
rected to order him to Calcutta, and to try him, on the charges of 
having embezzled the public revenues, for monopolizing rice during 
the famine, and for leaving a. balance unpaid, from the time of his 
having been the renter of the province of Dacca. 

Mr. Haftings was farther directed to employ Nundcomar in de- 
tecting the mal-practices of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and to afford 
him the degree of countenance neceflary to effe@ this purpofe. The 
Directors add, they were confident, that the perfect knowledge Mr. 
Haftings had of the man’s character, would prevent him from giving 
him any improper degree of power. 

In the execution of thefe. fevere orders, Mr. Haftings appears to 
have acted with every poffible degree of tendernefs and humanity. 
He wrote himfelf to Mahomed Reza Cawn, expreffing his concern 
for his fituation ; and to the gentleman who was entrufted with the 
charge of taking him prifoner, he recommended every kindnefs and 
attention that could be fhewn to him, confiftent with the literal and- 
{trict obedience of the orders). Mahomed Reza Gawn was brought 
down to Calcutta. Nundeomar was employed by Mr. Haftings ; 
but the infamous means to which he reforted in order to convict 
Mahomed Reza Cawn, were fo apparent, that- Mr. Haftings tells 
the Directors his own. character ‘had- fu fered, he wis afraid, by the 
— fupport which he had given to"Nundcomar ; bitvhe adds, to your 
withes I have facrificed. my own. feelings.- In the end, my Lords, 
Mahomed Reza Cawn was fully‘aequitted'; and'though your Lord- 
“fhips have heard Mr. Haftings‘aecufed in Weftminfter Hall of treat- 
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ing him with harfhnefs and injuftice, Mahomed Reza Cawn him- 
{clf was fenfible, as appears by the evidence, that he owed his ho- 
nour and his life to the juftice and impartiality of Mr. Haftings. 

I willnow ftate to your Lordfhips the plan adopted by Mr. Haft- 
ings for the future government of Bengal, in the adoption of 
which he provided for the fon of Nundcomar, and expofed himfelf 
to the prefent accufation. It was determined that a Committee of 
the Council fhould proceed to Moorfhedabad; Mr. Haftings was 
prefident of that Committee; he left Calcutta in May, and returned 
in September, having been about two months and a half at Moor- 
fhedabad. During his abfence, he formed an arrangement, aew in 
all its parts. The lands were let on leafes of five years. Courts 
of juftice were eftablifhed throughout the provinces; the feat of 
government was removed to Calcutta, with all the neceffary offices, 
the records, &c. In fhort, in every meafure taken by Mr. Haft- 
ings, he appears to have acted fyftematically, and with a view of 
convincing the natives that the Governor and Council of Bengal 
would in future manage all the details of government. In the 
courfe of the various difcuffions which neceffarily employed Mr. 
Haftings and his Committee, they were to confider in what man- 
ner they were to obey the orders which the Dire¢tors had fent them, 
for appointing another minifter in the room of Mahomed Reza 
Cawn. The Directors had conceived fuch an appointment to be 
neceffary, as well for tranfacting occafional bufinefs with the Na- 
bob, as to be the medium of communication with the French, 
Dutch, and Danifh governments in Bengal. After a very mature 
deliberation, and well confidering how far aliteral execution of thefe 
orders would derange the new fyftem of things, Mr. Haitings de- 
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termined, and with very great propriety, I think, to difobey them ; 
and fo far the Managers have made good their charge. He obferved, 
that if any fingle minifter was to be appointed, with a falary of 
three lacks of rupees a year, which was the order, it would convey 
an idea to the natives, that the office of Naib Soubah ftill fubfifted : 
that it was unneceflary for the mere purpofe of being the channel of 
communication with foreign nations; and therefore he determined 
to divide this falary amongft three perfons. Muny Begum, the 
widow of Meer Jaffier, was appointed guardian of the young 
Nabob, and fuperintendant of his houfhold; Goordafs, the fon of 
Nundcomar, was appointed Duan; and Rajabullub, Roy Rayan of 
the Khalfa. The Board fully approved of two of the appoint- 
ments: but, ignorant of the motives which induced Mr. Haftings 
to propofe Rajah Goordafs, they oppofed his appointment, on ac- 
count of the notorioufly infamous charaéter of his father Nundco- 
mar. The majority, however, concurred with Mr. Haftings, and all 
the appuintinents weic confirmed. The charge goes upon an idea, 
that Muny Begum was really intrufted with great power in the go- 
vernment of the country, and fhe is defcribed in it asa perfon wholly 
unfit to govern the Nabob’s dominions. The Manager who opened 
the charge fo argued it too; but, my Lords, the whole evidence 
proves the truth of Mr. Haftings’s aflertion when the appointment 
took place, that ia fact fhe would have no authority beyond the 
walls of the zenana. She applied to him for certain privileges here- 
tofore enjoyed by the perfon acting as guardian to the Nabob. By 
allowing them, Mr. Haftings would have given her fome power, 
and, in language perfectly polite, he declined compliance with any 
of her requefts. In his letter to the Directors, Mr. Haftings fully 
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explains his reafons for all his a@tions: he tells the Directors, that 
the uncle of the Nabob was the only perfon who could have had 
a fuperior claim to Muny. Begum ta the appointment in queftion, 
and his reafons for preferring the Begum are fo clear, and indeed fo 
unan{werable, that I am confident every one of your Lordfhips will 
be convinced of the perfect propriety of his conduct. As foon as 
the Directors had received an account from Mr. Haftings, of the 
various tranfactions which were crowded into the firft fix months of 
his adminiftration, they fent him a letter of thanks, and expreffed 
their complete approbation of all he had done, adding particularly, 
that they fully approved the appointment of Muny Begum. Your 
Lordthips therefore will confider, that though the Commons have 
proved that Mr. Haftings difobeyed the Company’s orders, it is 
_ proved alfo, that in their opinion he had confiderably improved. upon. 
the plan, which they had prefcribed,. | 


The arrangements thus approved were fubmitted to the infpection | 


of Parliament in 1773, and to the Miniftcr of thar day they ap- 


peared to do Mr. Ilaftings fo usuch credit, that he propofed to: 


nominate him the firft Governor General of Bengal, under the regu- 
lating a@t-of thas year. The new government took place in Bengal 
in OGtober, 17743 and your Lordfhips have it in: evidence, that 
the firft three months were: fpent in, difcuffing the political meafures 
which Mr. Haftings had adopted in that and the preceding. year. 
The unfortunate diffenfions in the: Council ia aaah in. p fact, on the 
fegond day that the Board affembled. ee ee 


But it was not until the. month of March, 1775, that any mea- 
fure was brought forward which pointed at the private: character of 
Mr. Haftings. On the 11th of that month, -a.letter was brought to: 


the 
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the Board by Mr. Francis, which he faid was delivered to him pub. 
licly by Nundcomar, who required him, as a counfellor of the 
State, to deliver it to the Board. Your Lordfhips have all read the 
Jetter, and a more extraordinary or a more infolent production never 
appeared undoubtedly, nor one which carried falfchood upon the 
face of it more ftrongly. After ftating his fervices ; the promifes 
which Mr. Haftings had made to him, to induce him to difcover 
the embezzlements of Mahomed Reza Cawn, which he fays 
amounted to nearly three millions fterling ; the breach of Mr. Haf- 
 tings’s promifes ; the enmity which he had fince fhewn him, and 
which he avows to be his motive for what he is going to relate; he 
ftrongly infinuates that Mr. Haftings had received immenfe fums 
from Mahomed Reza Cawn, Sittabroy, and others. He adds, 
‘* Having fo far written generally, I now come to particulars,” — 
and then he ftates, that at various times in the year 1772, Mr. 
Haftings had received the fum of three lacks and fifty-four thoufand 
rupecs from himfelf, his fon Goordafs, and Muny Begum, in con- 
fideration of making the appointments which I have already men- 
tioned to your Lordfhips. After the letter had been read through, 
the Board adjourned, Mr. Haftings having very properly, in my 
mind, obferved upon the fingular circumftance of a member of the 
government prefenting fuch a letter to the Council. 

At their next meeting another letter was fent in by Nundcomar, 
defiring to be confronted with Mr. Haftings, and to bring proofs of 
his charges before the Board. In the fame letter he tclls the Board 
that he had warned former governors of the confequenccs of attending 
to their own intcreft, and not to that of the Company. My Lords, 


it is impoffible to read fuch a letter, and the proceedings which fol 
T lowed, 
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lowed, without admitting that there was at leaft much indifcretion 
in the conduct of the majority, who wifhed to call Nundcomar 
before them. Mr. Haftings declared that he would not fit at 
that Board, the firft Britifh fubje@ in India, to be confronted with 
fuch a mifcreant as Nundcomar; that the propofition was made 
with a view to infult, to degrade him, and to proclaim the annihila- 
tion of his power to all Hindoftan; but he added, which is very 
material for your Lordfhips to confider, that in a Committee of the 
Board, they might hear all that Nundcomar had to fay, and they 
might inftitute any procefs they pleafed. The Board perfifted, and 
Mr. Hiftings declared the Council diffolved.. 

Here, my Lords, the evidence ends. What paffed after Mr. 
Haftings had diffolved the Council, your Lordfhips, as judges, 
cannot know, except in fo far as the proceedings are alluded to in 
thofe letters from Mr. Haftings and the majority to the Company, 
which are in evidence. But as the whole is entered in the Appendix 
to your Lordfhips” Minutes, I may fairly be allowed to mention, 
that all the information given by Nundcomar to the majority was 
fubmitted to the law officers of the Company in Bengal, who did 
not recommend any profecution in India, but advifed the Board to 
tranfmit cvery paper, and all the evidence, to the Company, who 
might, if the matter were worthy of their notice, file a bill againft 
Mr. Haftings, and compe! 2 difcovery. Thefe documents arrived 
at a time when it certainly was the anxious wifh of the minifter to 
take any fair and reafonable ground he could for the removal of Mr. 
Haftings. The papers were all fubmitted to the law officers of the 
Company, who declared that the information of Nundcomar, even 
upon the ex parte cafe before them, could not poffibly be true. The 
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reafons for that belief were affigned at length: the Directors, though 
a majority of them were very well difpofed to oblige the minifter, 
concurred with their law officers, and all that rubbifh and trafh re- 
mained unnoticed from 1776 to the year 1789; when, as your 
Lordfhips know, it was repeatedly preffed upon you by the Mana- 
gers, as containing proofs of the corruption of Mr. Haftings, and 
it was very properly rejected by the court. It was never pretended 
by the Managers that they had evidence to goa ftep beyond this 
rejected information of Nundcomar: and here, my Lords, I can- 
not avoid faying—hard fate of Mr. Haftings!!!—The gentlemen 
of the majority were fo indifcreet, fo far | think I may fay, as to 
write to the Dire€tors in March, 1775, that though Mr. Haftings 
then called Nundcomar a mifcreant, he had been high in his con- 
fidence, and clofely connected with him hefore their arival: I fay 
it was indifcreet, my T.ords, to fend fuch intelligence to the body, 
in obedience to. whofe commands alone it was owing that Nundco- 
mar was employed at all, or even admitted into the prefence of 
Mr, Haftings. To fend fuch a letter to a body, who had been told 
by Mr. Haftings above a year before, that he had every thing to 
expect from the malignity and difappointed ambition of Nundco- 
mar, who had hoped to rife on the ruin of Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
was indeed extraordinary ; placed as Mr. Haftings was by the Direc- 
tors in the facred character of a judge, he taok every poffible mcans 
to determine fairly and juftly on the accufations againft Mahomed 
Reza Cawn. The acquittal gave gencra] fatisfaction, though 
Nundcomar prefumed to fay, that he imputed it to the bafeft 
corruption. 
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Inow come, my Lords, to the next point in this charge, on which 
your Lordfhips muft decide: it is fully proved—Mr. Haftings him- 
felf never denied the fact—I mean the receipt of a lack and a half 
of rupees for zeafut, a Perfian word for entertainment, which was 
paid to Mr. Haftings from the treafury of the Nabob of Bengal, and 
entered on the public accounts of his treafury in the year 1772. 

It is neceffary to ftate the circumftances which led to the difcuf- 
fion of this fubject ; they are curious, and fhew the unhappy fpirit 
which prevailed at the time in the Supreme Council. In the month 
of May, 1775, a man employed in the treafury by the Begum 
brought a number of accounts to an Englifh gentleman, and by 
thofe, he faid, it would appear that part of the Nabob’s money for 
many years paft had been embezzled. The information having been 
given to the Supreme Council, they immediately divefted the Begum 
of her appointment, and deputed Mr. Goring to Moorfhedabad, to 
{eize all her papers, containing the accounts of the Nabob’s expen- 
diture from the year 1764 to 1772. This gentleman was to deliver 
over the accounts, after he had feized them, to three commiffioners. 
Soon after his arrival at Moorfhedabad, he fent a letter of two lines 
to the Board, inclofing a written declaration from the Begum, that 
fhe had paid a lack and a half of rupees to Mr. Haftings. His 
conduct, on the receipt of this information, was exactly what any 
man would have held. He expreffes his furprife that Mr. Goring, 

“who was entrufted with a limited commiffion, and that commiffion 
not to examine accounts, but to deliver them to others, fhould have 
felected this item for tranfmiffion ; he defires the Begum to be afked 
if the fum was paid by agreement, by application from him, or in 
confequence of eftablifhed ufage and cuftom? The anfwer is clear 
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and decifive. Every governor, fhe fays, coming to Moorfheda- 
bad, received two thoufand rupees a day in lieu of provifions ; be- 
yond that fhe had not given a fingle cowrie, and every payment 
would appear upon the record. Now, my Lords, as the record 
alluded to was in the poffeffion of Mr. Goring, and was to undergo 
a clofe infpection by three commiffioners, it is abfolutely impoffible 
to believe that Mr. Haftings did receive any other fum, beyond that 
which he never for a moment denicd that he had received. Mr. 
Goring fpeaks out fully, and with great fincerity explains the 
bufinefs. Mr. Haftings had requcfted that he might be defired to 
account for fo partial a felection. Mr. Goring, in reply, on the 3d 
of June, faid, the Begum gave the account, on being earneftly 
preffed by him to fhew how the deficiency arofe. He humbly begs 
pardon of the Board if he has exceeded his duty ; but adds, ‘* The 
‘* extraordinary confidence you were pleafed to repofe in me, and 
‘* the unlimited power attending it, moved me to exert myfelf to 
‘* the utmoft, that the intent of my appointment might not be en- 
‘* tirely fruitlefs.” 

Now, my Lords, after this frank and plain declaration, your Lord- 
fhips muft all be convinced that the real object of Mr. Goring’s ap- 
pointment was to obtain for the majority a full account of all the fums 
which Mr. Haftings had received at Moorfhedabad ; and that his 
oftenfible appointment was a merce cover to. conceal the real object of 
his miffion. Your Lordfhips muft alfo be fully fatisfied that the only 
fum which Mr. Haftings did receive, was two thoufand rupces a 
day, for zeafut or entertainment, agreeably to eftablifhed ufage. The 
Managers affirm in the charge, and have fo argued it, that this was 
a fum received for an appointment to office, and if it were fo received, 

it 
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itis a crime of a moft ferious nature, deferving the marked con- 
demnation of your Lordfhips. But I cannot find one line of evi- 
ence in the profecution which invalidates the declaration of the 
Begum,, that it was given agreeably to eftablifhed ufage. 

Colonel Monfon fays, he has heard that it has been an eftablifhed 
ufage for perfons of diftinguifhed rank, when refident at the courts 
of eaftern princes, to have large fums of money paid them for 
their table expences; that Mr. Haftings can fatisfy the Dircctors 
whether he did fo receive this fum, or whether he has charged his 
expences to the Company while he was at Moorfhedabad. 

Now, my Lords, the Managers have given evidence to prove that 
the travelling expences of Mr. Haftings and his fuite to and from 
Calcutta were paid; the whole amount does not exceed three thou- 
fand pounds ; and there is alfoa general charge for the Committee of 
Circuit, which cannot be applicable to Mr. Haftings. It is per- 
fectly clear, therefore, that the expences of Mr. Haftings while at 
Moorfhedabad were not defrayed by the Company. The evidence 
for the defendant carries the matter but one ftep farther. It relics on 
the Begum’s declaration that’ all governors received a fimilar allow- 
ance, and the counfel proved, that as often as the Nabob was in 
Calcutta, he received from the Company one thoufand rupees a day 
for zeafut. But in the evidence in reply, the Managers for the 
Commons fairly and candidly, and much to their honour, produced 
evidence which the counfel of the defendant, with all their induftry, 
had not been able to difcover. The auditor of the India Houfe 
being called by the Managers, read from a book of public accounts, 
a ftatement of the allowances made to Lord Clive firft, and next to 
Mr. Verelft, when they were at Moorfhedabad as governor; and 
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no doubt, therefore, can remain as to the truth of the Begum’s 
declaration, that every governor, while at Moorfhedabad, received 
the fame allowance as Mr. Haftings. With this body of evidence 
before you, I do nat believe that any one of your Lordfhips will 
think that the Commons have made good any part of the charge of 
prefents, ftated to have been corruptly received in the years 1772, 
1773, and 1774. The payment now in queftion is expreflly 
charged to bea bribe. The evidence certainly difproves the charge. 
But the Commons have given evidence to fhew the partiality of Mr. 
Haftings towards the Begum, from whence they would infer fome 
corrupt underftanding between them. It no where appears in the 
evidence that fhe had embezzled any part of the Nabob’s moncy. 
All will appear, fhe fays, upon the records, and fhe feems to be 
completely juftified. Your Lordfhips heard, and with much pain, 
lam fure, a great deal of coarfe invective uttered againft t!.s lady. 
She was defcribed as a dancing girl—a common proftitute—a dealer 
in {pirits ; and many other epithets were applied to her, which | 
fhall not enumerate ; but I certainly have taken fome pains to trace, 
as far as I could, both from the evidence and the hiftory of the 
times, the real fituation of this lady. I find that the only authority 
on which fhe has been called a dancing girl by the Manager, is a 
letter written froma man of the name of Nuned Roy to Gencral 
Clavering, in which he tells the General, ‘* Every day’s news is 
‘* tranfmitted to. you’’—and then he inclofes.a paper, which con- 
tains what he calls the hiftory of Mruny Begum ;. ftating that her 
mother being poor, fhe fold her to a. miftrefs of dancing girls ; that 
fhe came to Moorfhedabad, danced before Meer Jaffier, who took 
her to his houfe, where fhe became the mother of the Nabob Nud- 
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jum ul Dowlah. Here the ftory ends. This young Nabob died in 
1766, above the age of twenty; fo that, if credit is to be given to 
any part of the intelligence of Nuned Roy, Muny Begum has been 
at leaft half a century ina very elevated fituation. She was a woman 
of high rank when we were mere merchants in Bengal. Lord 
Clive defcribes her fo far back as 1765, as the widow of Mcer 
Jafficr, and upon the credit of her teftimony he received a legacy of 
five lacks of rupees, as a bequeft from her late hufband Meer Jaffer, 
which the noble.Lord appropriated as a fund for the half pay of the 
Company’s officers and foldiers. In her teftimony fhe ftates that 
Meer Jafher, her hufband, had expreffly directed her to pay this money 
to Lord Clive on his arrival in Bengal, and, after receiving her 
own fettlement, to difburfe the remainder in the manner he had 
directed. Your Lordfhips will find this tranfaction fully detailed 
in one of the Reports of the Houfe of Commons. 

It appears from the evidence, that in 1771, Mahomed Reza 
Cawn, giving an account to the governor of the wives of Meer 
Jafher, reprefents the deceafed mother of Mecran as the firft and 
moft re{pected amongit them. He then mentions Muny Begum as 
the next; but her fon, who was Nabob of Bengal, being dead, 
and the mother of the reigning Nabob ftill alive, it was proper, in 
Mahomed Reza Cawn’s opinion, that thefe two ladies fhould be 
deemed of equal rank. Your Lordfhips fee by the evidence in 
what light fhe was efteemed by Mr. Haftings and his Council.— 
The Directors ordered her to be difmiffed from the office, to which 
Mr. Haftings re-appointed her, at the exprefs application of the 
Nabob in 1778. She was accordingly removed in 1780 ; and the 
next evidence refpecting her, is a letter from Mr. Haftings to the 
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Dire&tors, dated in November, 1783, inclofing a reprefentation 
from the Begum of the fituation which fhe had filled, the refpect 
in which fhe had been held in Bengal for fo many years, and the 
hardfhips which fhe had fuftained in confequence of the unfortunate 
differences in the Supreme Council. If your Lordfhips,. from curi- 
ofity, fhould be inclined to perufe this letter, you will find it in 
page 1092 of the evidence. It was produced by the Managers ; 
and a more temperate, affecting, and dignified letter I never read. 
It proves that, whatever fituation fhe may have filled in her very 
early life, if it be true that her origin was low, fhe was well calcu- 
Jated to fuftain with the utmoft decorum and propriety the high rank 
to which fhe had been elevated by Meer Jaffier. Time having 
foftened thofe prejudices by which this lady had fo feverely fuffered, 
the Court of Directors, with a humanity and a fenfe of juftice 
which well became them, referred this reprefentation to Lord Cori- 
wallis, from a conviction that the noble Marquis would determine 
upon the merits of this lady with the ftricteft impartiality ; and ac- 
cordingly, my Lords, it appears in evidence, that a penfion was 
fettled upon her of ten thoufand rupees a month, about twelve 
thoufand pounds a year; which was within a mere trifle of the ex- 
tent of her requeft. Thus, my Lords, has this lady received fome 
compenfation for the injuries which fhe had formerly fuftained ; 
and after having held the rank of the firft woman in Bengal for 
near forty years, the wife of one prince, the’ mother of another, 
and the guardian of two other princes; after having feen her huf- 
band the abfolute fovereign of Bengal, and the family of her huf- 
band originally receiving fifty-three lacks of rupees a year, which 


has now been brought down to fixteen ; the will at.Jeaft have the 
U fatisfaction, 
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fatisfaGtion, in her latter days, of being relieved from every appre- 
henfion of perfonal wants, or perfonal indignities. Your Lord- 
fhips, I hope, will excufe me for having detained you fo long on 
this part of the cafe. You will recollect that the Commons deemed 
‘it fo weighty and important, that they employed four days in open- 
ing it in Weftminfter Hall. I have examined all the evidence with 
the utmofl attention of which I am capable, and I am convinced 
that it is abfolutely impoflible for your Lordfhips to determine that 
the Commons have made good any part of the charge. The lack 
and a half of rupees, it is clear, was not received as a bribe for an 
appointment to office; confequently it is not that crime which the 
‘Commons charge. It was a compliance with an eftablifhed ufage, 
and would have been received equally, if no arrangement had been 
made in 1772. I have been the more particular alfo, my Lords, 
in f{umming up all the evidence in this cafe, becaufe the Manager 
(Mr. Fox) who replied on this charge, and of whofe acutenefs and 
abilities I have a very high opinion, profeffed himfelf to be con- 
vinced that the Commons had proved the charge of corruption in 
this inftance moft completely. I will not detain your Lordfhips 
longer than to move, ‘* That the Commons have made good the 
** fixth article, as far as it relates to a corrupt receipt of three lacks 
‘* and fifty-four thoufand rupees in the year 1772.” 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he fhould detain their 
Lordfhips but a very few moments, not meaning to go into the 
circumftantial detail that the Committee had heard fo ably ftated by 
the noble and learned Lord. He was perfeétly ready to admit that 
the Commons had totally failed in making good any part of the 
charge, except the receipt of the Jack and a half of rupees, which 
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Mr. Haftings had admitted to be true; and even though the fact of 
his having received the lack and a half was proved, yet there certainly 
was no proof that Mr. Haftings had received it as a confideration 
for an appointment to office, which he concurred with the learned 
Lord in thinking would have been a crime of a very heavy nature 
indeed. He was induced to think that if this article had ftood alone, 
the Commons would not have charged it. It was mixed with 
others, of which, under their Lordfhips’ rules, no evidence could 
be given. It had been diftin@ly proved by the Managers, that it 
was ufual for governors to receive two thoufand rupees a day while 
at Moorfhedabad ; and the money paid firft to Lord Clive, and 
next to Mr. Verelft on the fame account, was in evidence. As 
there was no ground therefore to believe that Mr. Haftings had pro- 
longed his ftay one day at Moorfhedabad witha view of putting two 
thoufand rupees in his pocket, he certainly fhould concur with the 
noble and learned Lord; but he confidently hoped that this practice, 
which however cuftom might have juftified in fome degree, no longer 
obtained in India. He would propofe, in preference to the learned 
Lord’s motion, to put it, That the Commons had made good the 
fixth article, as faras it related toacorrupt receipt of prefents in the 
year 1772, 1773, and 1774. 

Lord THURLOW confented to the amendment. The motion. 


was put, and negatived, memine diffentiente. 


U 2 MONDAY, 


( 148 =) 


Monpay, March 23. 


The Houfe being refolved into a Committee, 

Lord THURLOW immediately rofe, to ftate to their Lordfhips 
the nature of the fecond divifion of the charge of prefents, and to 
adduce the evidence which had been given upon it, by the managers 
and the defendant’s counfel. 

He obferved, that the laft day on which the Committee fat, their 
Lordfhips had determined, nemune diffentiente, that the Commons 
had not made good the firft branch of this charge, namely, the re- 
ceipt of confiderable prefents, for brokage and bribes for the fale of 
offices, the moft odious and difgraceful fpecies of corruption that 
could be charged againft a. public man. 

The prefent accufation, faid Lord Thurlow, is in its nature very 
materially different. We are now, my Lords, to confider Mr. 
Haftings’s conduct in receiving prefents betwecn the years 1780 
and 1784, to a very large amount, for the ufe of the Company, 
as he contends ; but, as the Managers in argument have contended, 
for his own ufe; though at a fubfequent period, as they fay, fear 
induced him to apply them to the public fervice. 

If the Managers have fucceeded in proving that Mr. Haftings re- 
ceived thefe prefents, intending to apply them to his own ufe, then 
Mr. Haftings muft be found guilty, and will be punifhed, as he very 
well deferves tobe. But on the other hand, if your Lordthips fhall 
be of opinion that he Jona fide intended, at the time the feveral pre- 
fents were received, to apply them in the manner they actually were 
applied, to the public fervice, then you will have to confider the 
conftruction which the Managers have put upon the act of 1773, 
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by which, as they fay, it became criminal to receive prefents for 
the Company’s ufe. You will alfo have to confider, whether the 
mere breach of that ftatute could now be a matter of impeachment, 
fince the claufe relative to the receipt of prefents was repealed in 
1784. | | 

I do not recollect that the Manager * who fummed up this charge 
on the part of the Commons laid that particular ftrefs on the breach 
of the law at that period, which hedid in fumming up the evidence 
in reply, when it was very ftrenuoufly contended, that Mr. Haftings 
mutt be convicted upon the breach of the law, even if your Lord. 
fhips fhould be of opinion that each prefent was received with the 
cleareft determination to appropriate it to the ufe of the Company. 
It was alfo contended, and evidence was brought to prove, that 
Mr. Haftings, in receiving thefe prefents, had acted againft his 
own recorded opinion of the true fenfe and meaning of the act of 
1773. Now, my Lords, it has happened in this inftance as it has 
in fo many others, that the evidence produced did in fact prove the 
reverfe of the Manager’s affertions. It appears very clear to me, 
that Mr. Haftings and the Council in Calcutta, and the Directors, 
and his Majefty’s Minifters at home, conftrued the act in this way— 
that Britifh fubje@s in India might receive prefents for the Com- 
pany’s ufe, though they were interdicted from receiving them for 
their own ufe. This appears perfely clear from what actually 
paffed relative toa prefent from Sujah Dowlah to a brigade of Bri- 
tifh forces in the year 1774. Mr. Haftings faid, that the act ac- 
tually precluded the officers from accepting that prefent, but advifed 
its being received as a depofit in the Company’s treafury ; and he 
promifed the army to recommend their cafe ftrongly to the Court of 
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Direétors. The prefent was received from Afoph ul Dowlah, 
lodged in the Company’s treafury, and diftributed by an order of 
the Court of Direétors, which order was approved by the Board of 
Controul, while the noble Lord who now fits in the chair at your 
table, was a member of that Board, and his name appears to the let- 
ter of approbation. | 

It will not therefore be contended ee though it was in Weft- 
minfter Hall, that Mr. Haftings has held two opinions as to the 
true intent and meaning of that act. He took prefents every year 
of his government, cither of {mall amount, or to a confiderable va- 
lue, and brought them to the Company’s credit. 

The prefents which yet remain to be confidered differ in fome 
circumftances: I fhall therefore follow the rule fo wifely laid down 
by your Lordfhips, and take them up’ feparately. 

The firft is the prefent from Cheyt Sing, received in June, cle, 
Your Lordfhips will fee that this prefent is entered as a depofit in 
the Company’s books; that is, as a fum at the command of Mr. 
Haftings, and making part of his private fortune. Now, my Lords, 
Mr. Haftings muft be convicted on this head, unlefs, on a fair and 
full view of all the evidence, it fhall be made out, to the fatisfac- 
tion of your Lordfhips, that he really made that fort of difclofure 
of this prefent as foon as he had received it, as abfolutely precluded 
him from the power of converting it to his own ufe. I will en- 
deavour, as fhortly as I can, to ftate the effect of the evidence to 
your Lordfhips, as it ftrikes my mind. In the month of June, 1780, 
Mr. Haftings propofed to the Council the plan of an expedition into 
the province of Malwa. He expected by this expedition to draw 
Madajee Scindia from Guzzerat to the defence of his own domi- 


nions ; 


( 151 ) 
tlions ; and in that event, it would have been a very powerful diver- _ 
-fion in favour of General,Goddard ; or that it would produce the ul- 
timate object which Mr. Haftings hoped to attain by the expedition 
—a peace with the Mahrattas, to which he fuppofed Scindia would 
be adverfe, as long as he was himfelf at the head of the Mahratta 
armies, and as long as his own dominions fhould remain uninvaded. 
This plan was oppofed by Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler, who 
formed the majority, notwithftanding the very uncommon earneft- 
nefs with which Mr. Haftings entreated them to leave the condud, 
as they had thrown, the refponfibility, of the Mahratta war upon 
him. At the clofe of his propofition, he ufes thefe remarkable ex- 
preffions: ‘* I wifh I could ftake my life on the fuccefs of the ex- 
‘* pedition.”’ Whether it would have been better for the majority to 
have fubmitted their opinions to that of Mr. Haftings, cannot be 
matter of doubt, becaufe the expedition did take place at a period 
fomewhat later, and did actually produce all thofe beneficial confe- 
quences which Mr. Haftings had predicted from its adoption. 

It appears, my Lords, from the evidence, that, after this pro- 
pofition was rejected, Mr. Haftings fent for the Buxey of Cheyt 
Sing, who had offered him a prefent of two lacks of rupees fome 
time before. There is fome difference in the ftatement of the ground 
en which this prefent was offered. Mr. Larkins fays, that it was 
offered on a plea of atoning for the paft mifconduct of Cheyt Sing, 
though really with a hope of inducing Mr. Haftings to wave in 
future the demand of the fubfidy. Mr. Haftings in his defence fays, 
that he fully explained to Sadanund the propriety and juftice of the 
war fubfidy ; that he told him it never would be given up while the 
war lafted; but on the reftoration of peace this extra payment would 
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no longer be demanded. He fays, that he received the fulleft affu- 
rances, in the name of the Rajah from Sadgnund, of ftrict obedience 
in future, and an offer of a prefent of two lacks of rupees, accom- 
panied by apologies for his former ill behaviour. Mr. Haftings 
goes on to fay that he cordially accepted his apologies, but declined 
the prefent. On the refufal of the majority to confent to the pro- 
pofition of Mr. Haftings, it appeared to him, that the only objcction 
urged againft the meafure, was the extra expence which would be 
incurred by it. On his return, therefore, from the Council, he 
fent to Sadanund, and told him he had reconfidered his mafter’s 
offer, would accept the money, and defired him to pay it to Mr. 
Larkins. He requefted Mr. Larkins to receive it, to fend it to Mr. 
Croftes the treafurer, and he informed Mr. Larkins that it was a 
fum that had been offered to him, and which he accepted for the 
Company, in order to remove the objections which had been urged 
by Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler to the expedition againft Malwa. 

This was on the 21ft of June, on the 26th Mr. Haftings again 
fubmitted the fubjeét of the expedition to the confideration of the 
Board, and with a degree of earneftnefs that muft convince your 
Lordfhips it was a point, in his opinion, on which the fate of In- 
dia depended, as in fact it did. In his minute he tells the Board, 
that they do not appear to have offered any reafonable objection to 
the plan, except that it would be attended with confiderable addi- 
tional expence. 

‘* The objection made to the expence (fays Mr. Haftings, )is a 
‘* material one; but a vigorous exertion cannot be made without 
“* expence, nor can the war be concluded honourably, or profecuted 
** fuccefsfully, without fuch an exertion, Feeble meafures, and 
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‘* vances for peace, will but add to the ftrength and prefumption 
“* of our adverfaries, difcourage our friends, and, perhaps, induce 
‘* them to become parties againft us.” 

In another part of his minute he fays, ‘*The part which this 
‘¢ government has hitherto borne in the war is mine; the other 
‘* members having repeatedly difclaimed their fhare in the refponfi- 
‘* bility attending it. It is hard, that while they load me with the 
‘* weight of fuch a charge, they fhould bind my hands, and deny 
‘¢ me the means of fupporting it.” 

He concludes his minute, my Lords, by ftating, that whether 
the troops which he propofes to employ in the invafion of Malwa 
are in the field or in cantonments, their pay muft be the fame; 
that the contingent expences, therefore, are all which can fairly be 
charged to the expedition. Thofe contingencies he rates high, when 
he fuppofes they will amount to two lacks of rupees: that fum, he 
fays, he is defirous to contribute to carry his meafure, to which he 
hopes there can no longer be an objection: and he adds, that he 
has already depofited it, within a {mall amount, in the hands of the 
{ub-treafurer. 

The majority {till perfifted in their oppofition; and there is a 
circumftance which ought to follow in the evidence, butyby fome 
accident it does not, and therefore I fhall ftate it, not as making 
part of the cafe, but leaving it to your Lordfhips to give 
what confideration you may think it deferves. Mr. Markham 
was examined in Weftminfter Hall on this prefent: he declares 
_himfelf to have been privy to it at the time, refers to the evidences 
which he had given on the fubject in the Houfe of Commons, and 
fays it would {ave time if that were inferted as his anfwer. I pre- 
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fame, my Lords, 'that a: copy-of the evidence given in the Houfe 
of Commons was ‘not at hand. The Managers went to. another 
head of examination, and it is left in this imperfect way upon your 
Lordfhips’? mimnutes.. ‘I have leoked at Mr. Markham’s evidence 
before the Houfe of Commons, and I find that he very fully details 
the communication made to him by Mr. Haftings, relative to this 
prefent. The converfation happened immediately after the rejection 
of Mr. Haftings’s laft propofition to the Council, and he expreffed 
his concern to Mr. Markham, that he had accepted the prefent from 
Cheyt Sing, fince he could not now make the ufe of it that he had 
intended. It was by an accidental-omiffion of all the parties, as 
your Lordfhips muft perceive, that the complete evidence is not 
upon your minutes. My Lords, the next communication of this 
prefent was to Mr. Sulivan, and it was fent by a foreign fhip in 
Auguft, 1780, with liberty to Mr. Sulivan to make any public or 
private ufe of it he pleafed. From all thefe circumftances, which 
are in evidence, I think it appears moft clearly, that Mr. Haftings 
‘never had the moft diftant idea of appropriating this money to his 
own ufe. There was a fourth communication, which Mr. Haft- 
ings fuppofed. he had made of this prefent, though, in point of fad, 
he had not made it; but, in the way it {trikes me, it gives great 

| weight to the preceding evidence. Major Scott received a letter 
from Mr. Haftings, dated the 7th of December, 1782, fome time 
inthe month of May, 1783, and he underwent a very long exami- 
nation before the Selec&t Committee of the Houfe of Commons, 
which, by the defire of both the parties, _ was read to your Lord- 
fhips. It appeared, that on being afked whether he knew from 
whom the feveral fums were received, that Mr. Haftings had ac- 
counted 
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counted for to the Company, he faid, that one of the fums was 
from Cheyt Sing ; and he read a part of a letter from Mr. Haftings 
to him, in which he fays, ‘‘ You may remember the two lacks 
‘¢ which I received from Cheyt Sing, to defray the expence of 
‘** Camac’s detachment.” Major Scatt depofed, before your Lord- 
‘fhips, that no communication had been made to him of this prefent, 
becaufe he had Icft Mr. Haftings’s family at the time it was received, 
and was on his way to Chunar. IL infer from this, my Lords, that 
Mr. Haftings had no conception of keeping the matter fecret ; that, 
fuppofing Mr. Scott to have been in his family at the time the pre- 
{ent was received, he conceived he had communicated it to him, as 
he certainly would have done, had Mr. Scott been at Calcutta at the 
time. | 

Your Lordfhips will find, that the next communication of the 
prefent was made in a letter from Mr. Haftings to the Court of Di- 
rectors, dated the 29th of November, 1780. The obfervations 
which were made upon this letter, both on the part of the Managers 
and the counfel for the defendant, will lay me under the neceflity 
of detaining your Lordfhips fome little time on this very material 
part of the cafe: when Mr. Haftings offered to pay two lacks of 
rupees for the extra expences of Major Camac’s detachment, his 
offer was fo worded, that his Council would naturally fuppofe he 
meant to give this money from his own private fortune. It was 
abfolutely neceflary for him, therefore, to order the money to be 
entered as a depofit: but to the Directors, in this letter, he fays, 
‘* the money was not my own, and I neither cauld nor would have 
‘* received it but for your benefit.” Now, my Lards, you will de- 
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Haftings had made of his prefent, it was poffible that he could have 
had an idea of converting it to his own ufe; becaufe he had ordered 
it to be entered as a depofit, if he did fo order it, or becaufe, with- 
out any {pecial directions from him, it was entered as a depofit, in 
his name, in the Company’s books. | 

I will now proceed to the other parts of this letter of the 29th of 
November, 1780: the Managers produce it in the front of their 
evidence, for the exprefs purpofe, as they fay, of falfifying it, in 
all its parts—an expreffion rather rafh, and ill confidered. It isa 
very long and important political letter, reprefenting, in very forci- 
ble language, fome very interefting circumftances. The firft para- 
graph of the letter I have already mentioned : it goes on to {tate the 
alarming fituation of India at that moment—the meafures he had 
taken to repel the dangers that furrounded them ; and then he men- 
tions the circumftance of thirty thoufand horfe being on the weftern 
frontier of Bengal. He tells the Directors what fubfequent eve::ts 
proved to be true; that though Moodajee Boofla was compelled to 
join the confederacy againft the Englifh, he was really fo far from 
being hoftile to the government of Bengal, that nothing but the laft 
neceffity would induce him to proceed to extremitics againft us. 
He reprefents the diftrefs which fo large an army had fuffered from 
the want of pay, and the danger, under fuch circumftances, of any 
accidental commencement of hoftilities. After full confideration 
he fays, that he had taken upon himfelf to fend three Jacks of 
rupees privately to the commander of this army, who was the fon 
of Moodajee Boofla, and he had promifed him a larger fum, pro- 
vided any fervice-was performed by the army, which fhauld juftify 
him in relieving their wants. Your Lordfhips will remember, that 
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a very large detdchment was at this moment on the point of pro- 
ceeding to Madras, and their route lay through that part of Mooda- 
jee Boofla’s territories, in which this body of thirty thoufand horfe 
were then encamped, profeffedly for the purpofe of invading Ben- 
gal. Mr. Haftings goes on to ftate, that though he could carry the 
point of fending this fupply of three lacks in Council, yet he knew 
he could not carry it without oppofition ; and therefore he had fent 
the money privately, and had taken the entire refponfibility upon. 
himfelf. When the Managers faid they meant to falfify this letter 
in all its parts, it was natural to expect that fome evidence would 
have been offered to difprove all thefe important communications. 
Mr. Haftings proceeds to ftate, that of the fupply ,of three lacks, 
thus fent to the Berar army in Cuttack, he had raifed two thirds by 
his own credit, and had fupplied the other third by cafh in his 
hands belonging to the Company. Now, my Lords, this was 
undoubtedly a miftake, and a miftake which a more cautious man 
would not have committed. Whether in common candour it fhould 
not have becn dcemed a mere miftake, and excufable in a -man. 
writing without accounts before him, when his whole mind was 
engaged on fubjects of the utmoft importance to the Britifh interefts. 
in India, your Lordfhips will determine. The fact was, that two 
thirds of the fupply fent to Moodajee Boofla, was maney in his 
hands belonging to the Company, and the other third was money 
raifed on his own credit ; that is, his own money, becaufe, if he 
borrowed it, he made himfelf accountable for the fum borrowed. 
The Managers have not told your Lerdfhips any poflible motive 
which Mr. Haftings could have had for pra¢tifing this deception 5 
@or have they obferved, that if Mr. Haftings himfelf had not cor- 
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rected the blunder, it would not have been in their power to have’ 
difcovered it. In good truth, I fhould fuppote that the real motive 
for reading this letter at all, was to introduce the ftory of the bonds, 
which net being in charge, could not have been introduced but 
under this fort of cover. So much has been faid of thofe bonds, 
that, though nothing which has a relation to them is in charge, I 
fhall endeavour ‘to ftate all that appears upon the fubje&. For the 
three lacks fent to the Berar army the 3d of October, 170, Mr. 
Haftings, on the sth of January, 1781, applies to the Board for 
three bonds, as if they were all his own: property. He defires to 
have bonds for two lacks, on a loan, bearing an intereft of eight per 
cent. the principal and intereft payable in Bengal. ‘This was, in 
fact, the Company’s money, being the prefent he had received from 
Dinagepore, which is not in charge. For the third bond,- which 
was his own property, he defires a bond, to be liquidated by bills 
upon England, payable in five years, and which the Managers have 
very unneceffarily proved were duly paid to his agents in England. 
I fay they have unneceffarily proved it, becaufe the fact -was admitted, 
and is quite extraneous to the cafe before your Lordfhips. Mr. 
Haftir gs took another bond for one lack and a half of rupees, being 
the amount of a prefent which he had received from Nuddeah, and 
paid into the Company’s treafury on the 23d of November, 1780. 
This bond is not in charge, but I mention it, becaufe the obferva- 
tions made on the two bonds for the Dinagepore pefhcufh, apply to 
this alfo; and they are all included in tha account which accom- 
panied that letter of the 22d of May, 1782, which is in evidence ; 
and having been the fubje@t of fo much animadverfion, ‘I will en- 
deavour to ftate the whole as diftin@ly as poffible. Your Lordfhips 

will 
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will remember, that, in the letter of the 29th of November, 1786, 
Mr. Haftings told the Dire¢tors that he had received two lacks of 
rupees in June, which he had depofited in the treafury. This was 
the prefent from Cheyt Sing. On the 20th of January, 1782, he 
wrote to the Directors that he had received a prefent of ten lacks 
from the Nabob Vizier, in September, by bills, which had been in 
part realized, and expended in the public fervice. He affures the 
Direétors, that the remainder of that prefent, when received, fhall 
alfo be expended in the public fervice. He returned to Calcutta on 
the 2ad of May, 1782: by that time the whole of the prefent had 
been received ; and, on the 22d of May, 1782, he writes a letter to 
the Directors, in which he gives an account of all the prefents that he 
had received: thefe confift of two lacks from Dinagepore, one anda 
half from Nuddeah, two from Cheyt Sing, two from Patna, ten from 
the Nabob Vizier, and fifty-eight thoufand rupees from Nundolol : 
thefe feveral fums, when converted into current rupees, make fome- 
thing more than nineteen lacks, or about two hundred thoufand 
pounds fterling. He informs the Directors that thefe fums were 
taken at times when the Company. very much wanted them ; that 
none of them paffed through his hands ; that for the firft fums 
(Dinagepore and Nuddeah) he had taken bonds.—He fays, if he 
were.afked why he took bonds for thofe fums, he fhould anfwer, 
that he took them, in order, to conceal the receipt from public curi- 
ofity; or poffibly acted “from. any. ftudied’ defign, which his 
memory, at that diftance of time,. enabled him to ftate. The de- 
parture of the packet, by which this letter was intended to go, was 
delayed from May to December, in the daily expectation of receiving 
from Poona the ratification of the Mahratta peace,’ In the interme- 
diate 
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diate time, that is, between May and December, 1782, when the 
packet did actually fail, Mr. Haftings received an account from 

England of the ftrange proceedings which had taken place here ; 

for your Lordfhips will recollect, that early in May, 1782, a 

refolution was moved, and voted in the Houfe of Commons, That 

it was the duty of the Directors to remove Mr. Haftings from the 

government of Bengal, on an idea that he had forfeited the confi- 

dence of the princes in India. This refolution, the proprietors had 

the manlinefs and the good fenfe to refift; and they have fince had 
the fatisfaction of hearing their refiftance applauded by the gentle- 
man (Mr. Dundas) who made the motion for the recall of Mr. 
Haftings, who declared in his place in the Houfe of Commons, 

that by refifting his refolution, the proprietors had preferved India 

to Great Britain. To obviate the fufpicion of having been induced 

by the events which had happened in England, to difcover the 

receipt of thefe prefents, the letter of the 22d of May, 1782, was 
opened, and an affidavit, {worn by Mr. Larkins, before one of the 
judges in Calcutta, was put into it, which proved that the letter 
and account were both written on the 22d of May, on an idea, that 

“the packet would fail immediately. Mr. Haftings writes another 
letter on the 16th of December, 1782, in which he te!ls the Direc- 

tors that the affidavit is fent with the letter for the purpofe which I 

have mentioned; and he fays in this laft letter, that the fources, 

from whence thefe fupplies, fo neceffary for their fervice, were ob- 

tained, could have been obtained in no other way. That, if he 

had had a wrong motive (meaning obvioufly if he had meant to put 

the money into his own pocket) he could have concealed the receipts 

from theirs and the public eye for ever. He adds, that if he has 

been 
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been wrong, he gives up that fecurity which thofe enjoy who commit 
crimes or errors; he is ready to anfwer any queftion which the 
Directors may put to him, upon honour or upon oath. This letter, 
my Lords, reached ‘England in the month of May, 1783, and no 
notice was taken of it to Mr. Haftings, though the fubjec&t of much 
remark, and of one very long report to the Houfe of Commons, 
until] the 16th of March, 1784, which was after the India bill of 
Mr. Fox had been thrown out, and under a new adminiftration. 
A letter was then written to Mr. Haftings, by the Diredtors, in 
which they tell him, that they do not doubt his integrity ; on the 
contrary, that having received thefe prefents, they approve of his 
having paid them into the Company’s treafury: but, as he had 
voluntarily offered to anfwer any queftions, and as the account was 
in many parts unintelligible to them, they defire to be informed, at 
what periods the feveral fums were received ; why he concealed the 
receipt from the Council and the Court of Directors, and why he — 
entered fome of the receipts under the head of depofits, and took 
bonds for other fums. | 

This letter arrived in Bengal in the month of September, 1784, 
when Mr. Haftings was in Oude. He returned to Calcutta on the — 
sth of November, and quitted India on the gth of February. fol- 
lowing, without replying to this letter; and in candour your Lord- 
fhips will believe, when you confider the multiplicity of bufinefs 
which he had to tranfact prior to his refignation, . that he really had 
not adverted to this particular paragraph. He landed in England 
in June, and went foon after to Cheltenham. Being reminded by 
Major Scott that he had not anfwered this paragraph, he wrote a 


letter from Cheltenham to the Directors, replying. to the three 
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queftions which had been put to him. This letter alfo has been 
very much commented upon; but your Lordfhips, weighing the 
whole as honourable and impartial judges, will not forget that he 
wrote on matters of account without an account to refer to, in reply 
toa letter of the Dire@ors, and not in reply to that article of im- 
peachment which was preferred again{ft him two years after. He 
tells the Directors, that as far as he can recollect, he will inform 
them; that, if the information which he gives is not fufficient, he 
refers them to Mr. Larkins for .farther information on the points 
they had mentioned, as the channel for making any farther invefti- 
gation they thought proper, as that gentleman was acquainted with 
the whole tranfaGiion. He fays, he believes the fums were received 
at or very near the time they were paid into the treafury, but that 
Mr. Larkins will be able to anfwer the queftion exactly, as he 
pofieffes, according to his belief, the only memorandum. which he 
ever kept of the tranfa@tion. This was an anfwer to one quceftion : 
to the fecond, he fays, he really does not know why a fum was en- 
tered as a depofit, poflibly without any direction from him, as he ~ 
had avowed the tranfaction to them on the 29th of November, 1780, 
that is, Cheyt Sing’s prefent. : 

Why he took bands for two of the fums (that is, the Sieees 
and Nuddeah bonds) he cannot fay more particularly than he had 
already done. But he is confident that he intended to conceal all 
the receipts from them, until the magnitude of the fum received 
from the Nabob made it impoffible to conceal that prefent; he then 
anfwers a queftion which he fuppofes they might have afked—That 
prior to July, 1780, he indorfed the ‘three bonds, to prevent their 
being a charge upon the Company in the event of his death. With 

| this 
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this information it appears, my Lords, that both the Diredtors and 
the Board of Controul were fatisfied, for they made no farther in- 
quiries. But Mr. Haftings, anxious to give as complete an anfwer 
as he could to the queftions which the Directors had afked him, 
wrote himfelf to Mr. Larkins, and requefted him to fend to the 
chairman that memorandum which was in-his poffeffion, and which 
contained an account of the periods when the fevefal fums were re- 
ceived: my Lords, this application to Mr. Larkins produced the 
letter of the sth of Auguft, 1786, and that account was inclofed in 
it, upon which your Tordfhips have heard fo many comments in 
Weftminfter Halk, And here I cannot avoid making an obferva- 
tion, which I am fure muft have occurred to your Lordfhips, and 
to which every honourable man fitting as a judge will give the at- 
tention it deferves. Though this fubje& of prefents has taken up 
fo many years in the difcuffion, the Managers have never been able 
to this moment to procure a tittle of evidence beyond what Mr. Haft- 
ings himfelf has furnifhed them with. I own, when I confider 
all that has happened in the laft twelve years, I am much ftruck 
with that -part of Mr. Haftings’s letter to the Directors, of the 
16th of December, 1782, in which he tells them, ‘‘ If I had a 
** wrong motive, I could have concealed the receipt of thefe fums 
‘* from yours and the public eye for ever.”’—I believe the affertion 

to be ftrictly true. . | 
I have but one fubject more to mention, my Lords; and though 
not at all applicable to any matter in charge, it was dwelt upon with 
fo much force by one of the Managers, Mr. Fox, in the reply of the 
Jaft year, that it is well worthy your Lordfhips’ moft ferious attention. 


You will recolleé& that for thofe fums which are not.in charge, Mr. 
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Haftings took bonds ; in the account inclofed in his letter of the 22d | 
of May, 1782, he fays that thefe bonds, remained in his poffeffion, 
with an indorfement on each, that he had no right to either princi- 
pal or intereft, and that he had not received any of the latter; it did 
not appear by this ftatement at what period the bonds were indorfed : 
Mr. Haftings told the Directors that they were indorfed prior to his 
leaving Calcutta in the month of July, 1781: but defirous in this 
inftance, as in all the others, to give every information required, or 
to verify his own affertions, an application was made to Lord Corn- 
wallis by the authority and at the defire of Mr. Haftings, for thofe 
bonds to be fent to England ; and they arrived gt the India Houfe 
in the year 1789. Your Lordfhips well remember the remarks 
made upon this fubject in the following year by the Managers ; for 
the fact turned out to be, that the bonds were not really indorfed 
until the 29th of May, 1782, that is, feven days after the letter of 
the 22d of May was written. My Lords, the Managers {pent no 
inconfiderable time in endeavouring to convince your Lordfhips, 
that this blunder proved the guilt of Mr. Haftings; pofhbly your 
Lordfhips as judges may draw a different conclufion : it is certainly 
a queftion of inference; and after weighing the matter fully, I con- 
fefs that I do draw a conclufion the very reverfe of that from the 
Managers. Why did Mr. Haftings tell the Dire€tors that he had 
indorfed the bonds prior to the 7th of July, 1781, unlefs he really 
conceived he had done fo? The Directors afked him no queftions as 
to the date of the indorfement, and no poffible advantage could 
refult to him from the affertion of fo foolifh a falfehood. You muft 
go farther, my Lords, if you believe with the Managers, that Mr, 
Haftings told a falfehood, in order to miflead the Directors. You 
| muft 
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muft afk, what motive could induce Mr. Haftings to fend to Bengal 
for evidence to expofe his own falfehood ? You muft conclude that 
he wrote what was not true, for the mere pleafure of detecting him- 
felf in a falfehood. When Mr. Haftings addreffed your Lordfhips, 
at the clofe of the year 1791, he expreffed his furprife and concern 
at the many miftakes which he had committed; and he naturally 
enough, I think, imputed thefe miftakes to his having written on 
matters of account, without an account before him; for he adds, 
that if there had been one circumftance more ftrongly imprinted on 
his memory than another, it was this, that prior to his leaving Cal- 
cutta in July, 1781, he had indorfed thofe bonds; that it was he 
himfelf who fent to Bengal for the bonds to verify the fact which he 
had afferted, but having difcovered his error, he was almoft afraid 
tohazard a conjecture. Heprefumed, however, that he muft have 
confounded two diftiné things ; that in point of fact he had left the 
bonds with Mr. Larkins to deliver up to the Company in the event, 
of his death, Mr. Larkins having known from the firft, that the 
bonds were not his property. | 
- My Lords, the unprecedented length of this trial enabled the 
court to have the benefit of the evidence both of the Marquis Corn- 
wallis, and Mr. Larkins. The nature of the evidence of the latter 
gentleman, given in reply, in the laft year, induced one Manager 
(Mr. Burke) to affirm, that the guilt of Mr. Haftings was now fo 
apparent that he muft with for mountains to cover him: another 
Manager (Mr. Fox,) who fummed up the evidence in reply, with 
that ability which fo much diftinguifhes him, contended that the 
guilt ‘of Mr. Haftings was fully eftablithed by the evidence of Mr. 
Larkins; and, my Lords,-1 am very ready to agree, that if Mr. 
Larkins’s | 
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Larkins’s evidence had really been what the Manager faid it was, 
this conclufion was inevitable, The Commons would have fixed 
an indelible ftain upon the character of Mr. Haftings ; though your 
Lordfhips could not have conviéted him ona point which is not in 
charge. ‘* The Manager faid, that Mr. Haftings, not fuppofing 
*t at poffible that Mr. Larkins fhould arrive in England in time to 
‘* give evidence on this caufe, had taken the advantage of his ab- 
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‘ fence to affirm moft pofitively, that from the firft Mr. Larkins 
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knew the bonds not to be his property ; and as Mr. Larkins was 


a man of acknowled¢ed integrity, high in the confidence of Lord 


Cornwallis, and in great efteem with the Directors and the Board 
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ef Controul, Mr. Haftings had conceived that your Lordfhips 


would infer his innocence, from the circumftance of having com- 
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municated thefe private receipts of money toa man of fo high and 
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fair a character. Mr. Larkins, however, had {worn to your 
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Lordfhips, that he did not know the bonds to be the property of 


the Company, until the 22d of May, 1782, confequently Mr, 
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Haftings had afferted what was not true; and it was impoffible 


** for the moft credulous man alive, or the man moft warmly at- 
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tached to him, to believe that he had made fuch an affertion with 
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any other view, than to cover his own guilt.” 

My Lords, I have read over the evidence of Mr. Larkins with 
the utmoft attention; poffibly it was not printed when Mr.. Fox 
fpoke, or he might have confided in a fyllabus drawn up by the 
agents, or he might have trufted to the impreffion, which, from a 
partial attention to Mr. Larkins when he delivered his evidence, re- 
mained upon his memory. I will endeavour to ftate to you the re- | 
fult of Mr. Larkins’s evidence on the point in queftion, which, 
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after a long examination in chief by the Managers, a crofs-exami- 
nation by the defendant’s counfel, and a re-examination by the Ma- 
nagers to this particular point, is, that Mr. Larkins cannot recol- 
leé&t being told by Mr. Haftings prior to the month of July, 1781, 
that the bonds in queftion not being his property were to be delivered 
up in the event of his death; that he by no means will fwear that 
he was not fo told, though he thinks it is a circumftance that could 
not have efcaped his memory ; that thefe bonds were always in his 
cuftody ; that the private books of Mr. Haftings were alfo in his 
cuftody ; that thefe bonds never were entered in thofe private books, 
which they would have been, had he not known that they ftood in 
fome peculiar light: that the firft year’s intereft became payable 
upon thefe bonds while Mr. Haftings was abfent from Calcutta, and 
unlefs he, Mr. Larkins, had received fome intimation from Mr. 
Haftings to the contrary, he certainly fhould have received the in- 
tereft due upon thefe bonds. He did not receive it. To various 
queftions on this point Mr. Larkins gives a fimilar anfwer—ex- 
preffes his concern that he cannot at fo great a diftance of time re- 
‘ colleét what intimation Mr. Haftings gave to him, but is confident 
he did receive fome directions from him. Now, my Lords, the 
fair conclufion which a judge will draw from this evidence mutt be, 
that Mr. Haftings had done what he fays himfelf, he did do. He 
had told Mr. Larkins, as foon as the bonds were granted, that they 
were granted for money belonging to the Company. There can be 
no other caufe affigned for the conduct of Mr. Larkins. A man of 
bufinefs, perfonally attached to Mr. Haftings, would not have neg- 
lected to receive the intereft due upon thefe bonds: a man of bufi- 
_nefs would not have neglected toenter them in his books, as part of 
| his 
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his private fortune. Mr. Larkins is both a man of bufinefs, and 
perfonally attached to Mr. Haftings. The fourth bond that Mr. 
Haftings took from the Company at the fame time for one lack of 
rupees, was for his own money, as Mr. Larkins has proved : that 
bond was entered in his private books, and has been completely li- 
quidated in England. 
I have to apologize to your Lordfhips for the length of time that 
I have intruded upon your indulgence; but as I conceive we are 
now upon the moft material part of the whole cafe, I have endea- 
voured to ftate the evidence upon it as clearly as poffible, after having 
repeatedly read it with the clofeft attention. With refpect to thofe 
fums for which bonds were granted, your Lordfhips will fee, by 
comparing them with the account inclofed in Mr. Larkins’s letter 
of the sth of Auguft, 1786, that one lack and a half was received 
as a pefhcufh from Nuddeah, and two lacks as a pefhcufh from 
Dinagepore. The Commons were poffeffed of this information two 
months te‘ore they prefented the impeachment at your Lordfhips’ 
bar; but they did not think proper to charge Mr. Haftings with 
criminality, either for receiving thefe prefents, or for taking bonds 
for them, or for. giving no account of the balance which remained 
on the Dinagepore cabooleat: but there is no part of the cafe on 
which both the Managers and the defendant’s counfel have argued 
fo much at length: I have therefore examined the evidence, and 
confidered the arguments with all the attention in my power. With 
re{fpect to the charge now under confideration, the receipt of the 
prefent from Cheyt Sing, my opinion decidedly is, that Mr. Haft- 
ings ought to be acquitted of the fufpicion of an intention to appro- 
priate that money to his owy ufe. If, from the evidence before 
4 | the 
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the court, or from inferences from that evidence, I could be in- 
duced to believe, in my confcience, that he intended, though but 
fora moment, toapply one rupee of it to his own ufe, I fhould vote 
fn the affirmative for the motion which I fhall now have the honor 
to fubmit to your Lordfhips, and to which I fhall certainly fay Nor- 
Content. 

Lord Thurlow then moved, That the Commons had made good 
the fixth article, in fo far as related to the fum of two lacks of 
rupees, corruptly received from Sadanund, the buxcy of Rajah 
Cheyt Sing. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR began a very long, argumen- 
tative, and eloquent fpeech, with laying it down as indifputable, 
that, independent of the a of Parliament of 1773, fora Prefi- 
dent of a Council, or a Governor General in India, to take a pre- 
{ent from a perfon connected with, or dependent on him, was a 
crime by the common law of England. In like manner in the cafe 
of bribery, to give or accept a bribe was a crime at common law, 
independent of the various ftatutes in exiftence on the fubje&t of © 
bribery. His Lordfhip referred to the ftatute 5 & 6 Edward VI. 
cap. 16. againft buying and felling offices, and drew an inference 
from it, in fupport of his arguments refpecting aéts, which were 
of themfelves crimes at common law, antecedent to the paffing of 
any ftatute refpecting them. An act of Parliament might, he faid, 
annex fines and penalties, and provide means to render detection 
and legal conviction more eafy, but it did not conftitute the crime, 
nor alter the nature and quality of the act itfelf. His Lordfhip 
faid, that however they might have differed on other parts of the 


charge, there could not be a fhadow of doubt, that the Commons 
Z, had 
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had made good all the remainder of this article. Mr. Haftings had 
accepted various {ums from different perfons, as appeared from the 
evidence and his own admiffion, which having been all given to 
procure general favour, the receipts of thofe fums by him was 
highly criminal, nor did the law require in this cafe a more minute 
particularity in drawing up the article, than was to be found in the 
impeachment ; and the reafon was obvious—the tranfaétion in each 
inftance was prima facie a crime, becaufe the motive and principle 
which actuated the mind of the giver, and influenced him to make 
the offer, was clear, evident, and undeniable; nor could it be for 
a moment miftaken by the receiver, becaufe common fenfe would 
tell him when the offer was made, for what purpofe it was made, 
and he muft know that by receiving it, he gave the perfon giving, 
reafon to expect, that by the prefent he had purchafed a right to 
confideration and favour, either in fome particular inftance then in 
agitation, or that might be in agitation on fome future occafion. 

Having thus emphatically ftated what he maintained to be the 
point of law refpecting the prefents received by Mr. Haftings, his 
Lordfhip proceeded feparatcly to examine and difcufs the circum- 
ftances of each, and to compare them refpectively with the evidence 
in the view in which it appeared to him to apply. He began with 
the prefent of two lacks of rupees from Cheyt Sing, received by 
Mr. Haftings from Sadanund, the Rajah’s buxey, and this he traced 
from the firft tender of it on the part of Sadanund, with the Go- 
vernor General’s fubfequent confent to its payment to Croftes, 
through the hands of Larkins, in whofe hands it lay as a depofit for 
the Company’s ufe ; but it was not rendered applicable to their fer- 
vice till fome years afterwards. His Lordfhip dwelt for fome time 
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on the whole of this tranfa¢ction ; he ftated the conduct of Mr. Haft. 
ings at the Board, when he propofed to march a detachment under. 
Major Camac into the province of Malwa, in hopes to draw 
‘ Mhadajee Scindia from Guzzerat, and thus lay a foundation for 
peace. 

He faid, Mr. Haftings’s propofition was rejeéted by the Council 
when it was made, and yet he fuffered the money to remain in the 
fhape of a depofit, as he called it, in the hands of Mr. Croftes, 
the Company’s fub-treafurer in Calcutta, for years together. He 
referred to the letter of Mr. Haftings tothe Directors of the 29th of 
November, 1780, in which he declares, ‘‘ that the moncy tendered 
‘* by him to the Board to defray the expence of Major Camac’s de- 
‘* tachment, was not his own property, but had been received by 
‘* him for the ufe of the Company: he farther explains his motives 
‘* for buying off the troops of Berar, under Chimnagee Boofla, 
‘* and ftates that he caufed three lacks to be delivered to the Raja of 
‘* Berar, two thirds raifed by his own credit, the other fupplied from 
‘* cafh in his hands belonging to the Company.” His Lordfhip 
afferted, that nothing could be more evafive or unfatisfactory than 
this letter, in which the Governor General] neithcr informed the D1- 
rectors when he received the money, where he received it, nor from 
whom he received it. Nor did he ftate any one circumftance expla- 
natory of the tranfaction with Sadanund, the firft tender of the pre- 
fent, his rejection of it, his fubfequently confenting to take it, the 
mode of its being paid in by the buxey of Cheyt Sing to Larkins, 
and from him to Croftes, nor any other particular that could give the 
Directorsa clear idea of a matter, which upon the face of it was in- 
volved in doubt; and if the prefent were received with a pure mo- 
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tive, and an intention on the part of Mr. Haftings, from the firft, to 
' apply it to the Company’s fervice, why was the tranfaction enve- 
loped in unneceffary myftery ? 

His Lordfhip detailed the hiftory of the bonds, made out in con- 
fequence of the letter of the Governor General to the Council, of 
January 5, 1781, agreeable to the minute of January 9; and 
argued from the letter of Mr. Larkins to the Chairman of the Eaft- 
India Company, Auguft 5, 1786, in which an account is given 
of the bond, No. 89, that Mr. Haftings had by no means eftablifhed 
that part of his defence relative to this tranfa¢tion which he had 
delivered in to the Houfe of Commons. He referred alfo to the 
Directors letter of January 25, 1782, in which they difapprove of 
the nature of the tranfaction, and contended that, in confequence 
of that difapprobation, Mr. Haftings ought immediately to have 
communicated all the circurnftances refpecting the prefent reccived 
from Sadanund, on the part of the Rajah Cheyt Sing. His Lord- 
fhip laid great ftrefs on the length of the period which Mr. Hatt- 
ings fuffered to efcape, before he actually turned the depofit of the 
two lacks in queftion over to the ufe of the Company, declaring 
that circumftance alone in his conduct not only queftionable, but 
highly blameable, and deferving cenfure of the fevereft fort, con- 
fidering how foon it was after the money was paid in to Mr. Lar- 
kins by the Rajah’s buxey. Mr. Haftings knew that the Council 
would not accept of it, for the purpofe to which he had propofed to 
apply it, viz. to the fervice of Camac’s detachment, with a view to 
lay the foundation of a peace with the Mahrattas. Upon the whole, 
his Lordfhip faid, regarding the charge refpecting this prefent from 
Sadanund, in every poffible view that the evidence tended to give, 

he 
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he thought that Mr. Haftings could not ftand excufed on any pre~ 
text of reafon or juftice, but that he had been convicted in the cleareft 
manner of the crimealledged by the Commons. 

His Lordthip next proceeded to difcufs the charge refpecting the 
prefent of ten lacks of rupees from the Nabob, ftated by Mr. Haift- 
ings to the Directors, in his letter of the 2oth of January, 1782, 
which donation, he informs them, was made in part only, and’ 
tardtly paid. In order to prove that this defcription of the circum- 
{tances of the prefent was not true, his Lordfhip referred to the let- 
ter of Mr. Haftings to the Directors of the 2ad of May, 1782, to 
the account referred to in that letter, to the affidavit of Larkins, to 
the letter of Mr. Haftings to the Directors, of December 16, 1782, 
to the defence and narrative of Mr. Haftings, and to the evidence 
relative to the three bonds delivered on January 17, 1785, to 
Larkins’s affidavit refpecting them, and to the evidence of Mr. 
Wright, who, on his examination in Weftminftcr Hall, on the 18th 
of February, 1790, produced one account, fhewing that upwards 
of eight lacks of the Chunar prefent were received before the end of 
January, and another account fhewing the appropriation of the fums 
received, comprifed in the above-mentioned account. His Lord- 
fhip pointed out feveral contradictions between the account that Mr. 
Haftings gave of thefe bonds, and all the relative particulars. He 
obferved, that in Weftminfter Hall the counfel for the defendant: 
particularly laboured their defence of the bonds, as well thofe to 
which this part of the article referred, as thofe in the fubfequent 
charges comprehended in it; but although they had undoubtedly 
difplayed a confiderable fhare of ingenuity, they had. produced no- 
thing like conviction on his mind. After enlarging upon cach par- 
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ticular, and reafoning much at length upon the circumftances of the 
cafe at large, he contended, that taking the account as favourably 
for Mr. Haftings as it could be colle€&ted from his detence and nar- 
rative, and from the ftatements of Mr. Larkins, there remained a 
confiderable fum, not lefs than one lack and a half of rupees, out of 
the amount of the prefent from the Nabob of ten lacks, as yet 
wholly unaccounted for. 

After fome reafoning upon the Dinagepore pefhcuth, and ftating 
why he thought that conftituted a part of the money reccived from 
Nundoolol, and paid in by Mr. Haftings, when he furnifhed the 
money fent to Chimnagee Boofla (which opinion his Lordfhip refted 
on the various accounts ftated in the feveral accounts contained in the 
Ictter fent by Mr. Larkins tothe Directors, dated Auguft 5, 1786,) 
the Lord Chancellor came to that part of the article which contained 
the charge againft the defendant, relative to his tranfactions with 
Kelleram, a renter under the Company. In tracing the particu- 
lars of this charge, his Lordfhip referred to the letter of Mr. Haft- 
ings to the Council at Patna, of July 23, 1780, defiring them to 
fend down Kelleram to Calcutta; to the mirute of Council, on the 
14th of November, 1780, when Mr. Haftings introduced to the 
Board propofals from Kelleram for farming Bahar, which he recom- 
mends ta the Board’s acceptance ; to the letter of the Patna Coun- 
cil of the 27th of November, 1780; to the minutes of the Coun- 
cil of December 19, which ftate the comparative fettlement made 
by the Patna Courcil, and the other by Cullian Sing, and the 
agreement to accept Cullian Sing’s propofals on terms explained to 
Kelleram, which he accedes to for Cullian Sing ; to the minute of 
March 30, 1781, containing the refolution to appoint and confirm 
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Kelleram Naib; to the evidence of Mr. Hudfon, to fhew that no 
fecurity befides a common cabooleat was taken from Kelleram, as 
renter of the province of Bahar; and to the evidence of Mr. 
Young and Mr. Anderfon, touching the characters of Kelleram and 
Gunga Govind Sing, and the particulars of the four lacks, which 
rumour faid had been given to Mr. Haftings by Cullian Sing, and 
of which he gave notice to Mr. Haftings. Though rumour was in 
general a common liar, his Lordfhip faid, that rumour in this in- 
ftance {poke the truth, for four lacks were received from Kelleram, 
through the hands of Gunga Govind Sing. He proceeded to reafon 
very minutely on the appropriation of thefe four lacks, and declared 
his conception of it to be extremely different from that of the noble 
and learned Lord who had juft fat down. 

His Lordfhip ftated in what particulars the difference between 
his idea of the appropriation of the money in this and the former 
inftance of the fuppofed Dinagepore pefhcufh, and the idea of the 
noble and learned Lord, confifted: contending, that not more than 
five Jacks and a half, or fix at the utmoft, out of nine lacks and a 
half received, appeared to be accounted for by the Governor Gene- 
ral. He adverted in the courfe of his argument (which in a great 
meafure confifted of ftatements governed by arithmetical compari- 
fons and data) to a variety of the leffer relative particulars, fuch as 
the abolition of the provincial councils, appointment of Gunga 
Govind Sing Dewan to the committec of revenue, when the Naib 
Dewan was Prawn Kifhen his fon, and the Naib Canongoe was 
Gunga Govind Sing, to the importance and nature of thofe offices 


refpectively.. 
| His 


( 176 ) 

His Lordfhip faid, that Mr. Haftings did not give up the bonds, 
or the depofit note until January, 1785; fo that the affairs of the 
Company appeared for feveral years worfe than they really were, and 
ata time when it was of confequence to give them full credit for 
all their affets of every kind. | 

Having dilated much at length on every part of the charge relative 
to the tranfactions of Mr. Haftings with Kelleram, his Lordfhip 
Jaftly called their Lordfhips’ attention to the charge on the fubject of 
the conduct of Mr. Haftings with Nobkiffen, which he animad- 
verted upon with great pointednefs and feverity, declaring that it 
did not appear to him that a fhadow of excufe could be pleaded in 
palliation even, much lefs in defence of conduct fo open to the im- 
putation of corruption, as that of the defendant in this inftance. 
Mr. Haftings’s own account of the tranfaction was this: ‘‘ In the 
*¢ year 1783, when I was actually in want of a fum of money 
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for my private expences, owing to the Company not having at 


that time fufhcient cafh in their treafury to pay my falary, I 
borrowed three lacks of rupees of Rajah Nobkiffen, an inhabi- 
tant of Calcutta, whom I defired to call upon me with a bond 


properly filled up; he did fo, but at the time I was going to exe- 
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cute it, he entreated I would rather accept the money than exe- 
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cute the bond. I neither accepted the offer nor refufed it, and 
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my determination remained fufpended between the alternative of 


‘* kecping the money as a loan to be repaid, and of taking it, as I 


had done other fums, to the Company’s ufe.” His Lordfhip 
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faid, it was fcarcely in the human imagination to conccive in pof- 
fibility a tranfaction more unaccountable, more fcandalous, or more 
unjuftifiable in a Governor General, to fuch an individual as Nob- 
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kiffen. He fays in his defence he wanted money, and he fent to 
a notorious money-lender to borrow three lacks of rupecs. The 
man comés, brings him the three lacks, and when he is about to 
fill up the bonds, he defires him rather to accept the money than 
execute the bonds. 

He then fays, he neither accepted nor refufed the offer, but de- 
termined to fufpend his decifion upon the alternative ; and to prove 
that this was his determination, what does he do? He docs the 
effential act, he takes the money, keeps it, and lets the man depart 
without the bonds, or any legal fecurity whatever. The idea of 
borrowing this money came into the head of Mr. Haftings while 
he was at perfect Icifure, failing up the Ganges, and he carries ‘it 
into execution in the manner that he had ftated.. Was it poffible 
for their Lordfhips for a fingle moment to hefitate in pronouncing 
this a difgraceful and a fraudulent tranfaction? Suppofing a cafe of 
a fimilar nature, he would even put one of himfelf in the fituation 
in which he had the honour unworthily to be placed. Let their 
Lordfhips fuppofe that he, being, as Mr. Haftings in his defence 
{tated himfelf to be, in actual want of a fum of money for his 
private expences, were to fend to a folicitor in Chancery, and defire 
him to bring hima thoufand pounds, and upon his bringing him the 
money, he were about to execute a bond for that amount, and the 
folicitor were to offer him the money as a gift, and -he were to take 
it, without having given the folicitor in queftion a legal fecurity for 
it, of any kind whatfoever, and proceed to apply it to his own pri- 
vate purpofes, would any man living believe, that he was not from 
that moment under the influence of the folicitor ; that he could not 
be confcious that he was fo; that whenever he came before him as a 
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fuitor in a caufe, his countenance and the recollection of the tran 
{action would not operate as a check upon his condu@t, and tend 
inevitably to warp and bias his decree, and thus fubvert and deftroy 
every principle of impartial decifion, cquity, and juftice? Let their 
Lordfhips recolle&, that they had upon their own Journals prece- 
dents of impeachments founded folely upon the charge of money 
corruptly taken by perfons in high offices, of a nature fimilar to that 
alledged in the charge then under confideration, and precifely ana- 
logous to the cafe that he had put hypothetically refpecting himfelf. 
Nay, it was upon record, that profecutions had been inftituted, and 
convictions obtained, followed by exemplary punifhments, in cafes 
where the parties had gone no farther than to prefyme to make the 
tender of a prefent, or as it might more juftly and in plainer lan- 
guage be termed, a bribe to a perfon in high office, the nature and 
powers of which neceffarily implied that he would be abundantly 
able to make an ample, but indirect return in future. After pur- 
fuing this mode of reafoning with infinite ability and force for acon- 
fiderable time, his Lordfhip reprobated, in terms equally fevere, the 
manner in which the defendant had attempted to get rid of this 
money of Nobkiffen’s as a private prefent to himfelf, and to place it 
to the Company’s account, by making out a lift of antiquated claims, 
being not only difburfements of long ftanding, but of ftate equi- 
page and pageantry, aids-de-camp, and expences never before 
thought of as matter of charge by a perfon in any fituation like to 
that held by Mr. Haftings, but charged by him in the Durbar ac- 
counts of the year, by way of /et-of againft the fum privately re- 
ceived from Nobkiffen. Another circumftance ftruck him as very 
extraordinary: that the Governor General of Bengal fhould want 
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money becaufe he had not received his falary, when it was well 
Known, that from his fitwation he might have paid himfelf with the 
utmoft punctuality, was moft unaccountable: there was nothing 
like proof of the affertion being true. Mr. Haftings had offered no 
evidence to their Lordfhips on this point. His Lordfhip faid, it 
could not be contended that this part of the defence was written by 
fome other perfon; it was very fhort, and he muft take it as Mr. 
Haftings had given it; and he muft argue upon it, as written by 
_ Mr. Haftings himfelf, which it certainly was. 

After a confiderable fhare of clofe reafoning upon this part of the 
cafe, his Lordthip again touched on the effential facts in each charge 
to which he had adverted, and faid, that with refpect to the prefent 
of ten lacks of rupees, received from the Nabob Vizier, and which 
Mr. Haftings had appropriated, as he faid, to the public fervice, 
the fact did not by any means appear to him to be clearly afcer- 
tained. Upon the very face of the account, above a lack and a 
half of rupees was ftated to be a balance in Mr. Haftings’s hands. 
It did not appear that he had paid that balance. There was alfo 
in the account four lacks and a half of rupees fent to the refident 
of Benares, which, for any thing that appeared, might have been 
repaid to Mr. Haftings, as well as the five lacks fent to the army, 
and placed under the head of military charges. As to the prefent 
from Cheyt Sing, the learned Lord faid it did not appear to him 
now, whether the Company had ever got it. The noble and 
learned Lord faid, and indeed Mr. Larkins had {worn fo, that the 
fum brought to credit in November, 1780, under the mhors of 

_ different forts coined in the mint, was this prefent. Now, their 
Lordfhips knew, that Mr. Haftings, as governor, had been for 
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years in the habit of receiving fmall prefents, called nuzzirs, and 
bringing them to the credit of the Company. It appeared to him 
that this payment of ** mhors of forts,” which was made in 
November, was really the produce of thefe prefents, or nuzzirs, 

as thefe were called. | 
Having in a fummary way reinforced his argument, his Lord- 
fhip declared, in treating the whole fubject, he had been fpeaking 
as folemnly and as fcrioufly as he would have done, if trying a 
caufe in one of the courts in‘ Weftminfter Hall, and delivering a 
charge to a jury; he had no feeling of a perfonal nature, no motive 
of ill-will to the defendant, nor any wifh but to ferve the caufe of 
natural and national juftice, and to pronounce judgment according 
to the evidence, and his conviction of the refult of the trial. 
Having faid this, his Lordfhip gave it as his opinion, that the 
feveral matters of a criminal nature to which he had referred, might 
as well be comprehended ina genera] queftion, ‘* That the Com- 
** mons had made good the whole of the refidue of.the fixth article ;” 
and the reafon why he thought fo was, that the facts criminally 
alledged throughout the article, and proved in evidence, conftitutcd 
only one general crime, viz. that of corruption ; the feveral matters 
alledged and fubftantiated by the written and parole evidence were 
nothing more than fo many overt acts, or inftances in proof of the 
general charge. On that confideration he had taken the trouble to 
go through the whole refidue of the article, and fhould not, unlefs 
it fhould be made neceffary by others, trouble their Lordfhips again 
refpecting it, having, for which he found himfelf bound to apolo- 
gize, detained the Committee fo long already. His Lordfhip con- 
cluded by faying, that he would not move the general queftion, 
| which 
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which he had taken the liberty to fuggeft, if the noble and learned 
Lord wifhed rather to divide the article into parts, and to make 
each part of the fubje&t a fpecific queftion. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD declared he had the misfortune to 
differ in opinion upon the prefent occafion from both the noble and 
learned Lords. He would not attempt to adopt a doctrine fo odious 
as that of endeavouring to juftify a crime, by collecting a good in- 
tention from the ufe made of the produce of the crime ultimately ; 
a more monftrous doctrine, or one more repugnant to every prin- 
ciple of juftice, he could not well conceive. Painful as it was to 
him to declare his opinion, fince, in a certain degree, that opinion 
was unfavourable to Mr. Haftings, yet his fenfe of public duty 
compelled him to doit. According to his conftruction of the law, 
Mr. Haftings had broke it in the five feveral inftances now before 
their Lordfhips: he meant in the receipt of the feveral prefents from 
Sadanund, Kelleram, the Nabob Vizier, Nundoolol, and Nob- 
kiffen. He faid, he was well aware that there were fituations in 
which a public man might be placed, that would render a breach of 
the law not only venial, but highly meritorious. He made every 
poffible allowance for the arduous and uncommonly difficult fitua- 
tion in which Mr. Haftings was placed, and confequently he thought 
him juftified in receiving all the prefents, except the laft, and that 
his condu€t was even meritorious; fince, after the fulleft confide- 
ration which he could give to the evidence, he did not, in his con- 
{cience, believe that Mr. Haftings had the moft diftant idea of ap- 
propriating one rupee of the four prefents to his own ufe. He re- 
ceived them with the exprefs determination of appropriating them 
to the public fervice, and they certainly were fo appropriated. The 
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contradiGtions in the accounts, numerous as they were, feemed to 
proceed from exceflive carelef{nefs and inattention, not from guilt. 
Indeed, the noble and learned Lord (Thurlow) had ftated the evi- 
dence fo clearly, that his ideas were confirmed {till more by that 
ftatement: but as to the laft prefent from Nobkiffen, it ftood on 
very different grounds. There was no ftate neceffity pleaded for this 
breach of the law. The money, though taken for the Company, 
was taken to accommodate Mr. Haftings, and appropriated to dif- 
charge a demand ftated to be duc from the Company to Mr. Haft- 
ings. For his argument, the propricty of the demand was out of 
the queftion. Conceiving, as he did, that the receipt of each pre- 
fent was illegal, (though ftate neceflity juftified all the receipts but 
the laft) he muft vote, that in this inftance of Nobkiffen’s prefent, 
Mr. Haftings had acted illegally ; and, as here he could not acquit, 
he muft reluctantly lean to the harfher fide, and condemn the act, 
unlefs it fhould be proved to him that his opinion of the law was 
erroneous. He lamented exceedingly, that there fhould be a fingle 
point in which he could not acquit Mr. Haftings, confiftently with 
his duty as a judge, for no man had a higher opinion of the great 
and important public fervices which he had rendered his country 
than he had; and when he confidered the many hardfhips he had 
fuffered fince his return from India, as well from the circumftances 
as the extreme length of the fevere and arduous trial which Mr. 
Haftings had undergone, the calm dignity and compofure with 
which he fuftained what no man had ever borne before him, he felt. 
himfelf ftrongly inclined to lean towards the defendant, and to put 
the moft favourable conftruction on all his actions. © 
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Lord THURLOW replied to the Lord Chancellor. He faid, 
he ftaked all the credit which their Lordfhips might be difpofed to 
give him for knowledge as a lawyer, or integrity as a man, on the 
queftion {tated by the noble and learned Lord. He differed with 
him completely, and he believed the learned Lord would not get a 
fingle lawyer in the kingdom to fupport the doctrine which he had 
fo diftinétly laid down, and which, if he underftood him right, was 
this—that the receipt of a prefent, by a perfon in the fituation of 
Mr. Haftings, must be corrupt; and that it was not neceffary to 
charge it to be a bribe in the impeachment, becaufe the perfon giv- 
ing the prefent could only give it with a hope of procuring general 
favour, This was a propofition which, Lord Thurlow contended, 
could not ftand fora moment in Weftminfter Hall. The Com- 
mons, to fhew corruption, ought to have charged fome act done by 
Mr. Haftings to the feveral perfons from whom the fums were re- 
ceived, as in the firft divifion of this charge. In that, they accufed 
Mr. Haftings of giving away offices for money, in the way of bro- 
kage. There the charge was properly drawn up: but in the cafe 
now before their Lordfhips, the charge was not fo worded; he was 
merely charged with receiving certain fums as prefents or gifts, ex- 
cept in the cafe of Kelleram, where, in confideration of this pre- 
fent, he let him certain lands. That cafe, his Lordfhip faid, he 
fhould confider fully, when it came unmixed with the prefent quef- 
tion, which he hoped the learned Lord would allow to be put un- 
connected with other matter that had no relation to it. When he 
came to the charge of Nobkiffen, he would endeavour to ftate the 
epinion that he had formed upon it. Hewas, indeed, aftonifhed at 


the remarks which the learned Lord had made upon the Durbar 
charges. 
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charges. He would ftate how the evidence ftruck him, when he 
took into confideration the prefent from the Nabob Vizier ; nor was 
his aftonifhment lefs excited by the remarks which the learned Lord 
had made on the Benares prefent, remarks that had efcaped the {a- 
gacity of the Managers themfelves. It was diftinétly in evidence, 
and {worn by Mr. Larkins, that the entry, under the head of de- 
pofits, in the treafury account for November, 1780, was the pre- 
fent received from Cheyt Sing in June; but being received in gold 
mhors, not current in Calcutta, it was not brought to credit until 
the whole was coined; though as faft as it was received from the 
mint it was paid into the treafury, and expended in the public fer- 
vice; for the learned Lord has not at all attended to the evidencc 
of Mr. Larkins, if he fuppofes that thefe two lacks were not em- 
ployed in the public fervice. I fancy, my Lords, it will be found, 
that, during the war, the treafury in Calcutta feldom contained two 
lacks of rupees in it for two days together. The learned Lord is 
totally miftaken in fuppofing it poffible for Mr. Haftings to have 
entered nuzzirs as depofits; they are publicly entered under the 
head of Durbar charges, words of fimilar import with nuzzirs, when 
applied to receipts from the Governor General ; whereas, had he 
entered thofe nuzzirs as depofits, he would have made them his 
own property. The learned Lord cannot withhold his belief from 
the evidence given on thefe points, if he will condefcend to read it. 
I do not wonder, confidering the important avocations in which the 
learned Lord is engaged, that he has paid more attention to the fyl- 
Jabus in his hand than it appears to deferve.. All nuzzirs are en- 
tered as Durbar charges: in point of fact, there is no head of ac- 
count in the Bengal treafury books, called either nuzzirs or prefents. 
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The only head is Durbar charges, and under that head all nuzzirs, 
or prefents, received by Mr. Haftings on the Company’s account, 
are entered, as I will endcavour to explain when I confider the re- 
mainder of this article. There is nothing like a reafon to be af- 
figned for difcrediting the teftimony of Mr. Larkins: he profeffes 
himfelf to be, and undoubtedly is, a warm and fincere friend to 
Mr. Haftings; but that friendfhip has not led him to fwear pofi- 
tively to any point that he cannot fully recollect. Yet, this gentle- 
man {wears directly, that the prefent which Mr. Haftings received 
from Sadanund, for the Company, in June, 1780, through him, 
was not entered in the treafury books till November ; becaufe, until 
that month, the prefent paid in foreign coin was not all re-coined, 
and brought into the treafury. In addition to the evidence of Mr. 
Larkins, who appears to have ftood equally high in the opinion of 
the Marquis Cornwallis and the Directors, as in that of Mr. Hatt- 
ings, there is the teftimony of Mr. Markham, to whom Mr. Haft- 
ings communicated this prefent: it ftands, therefore, on the clearest 
and the faireft ground. Two gentlemen of undoubted honour, and 
unimpeached characters, fwearing pofitively toa fact, and no evi- 
dence being offered on the other fide to difprove it, no doubt can 
remain in the breaft of a judge upon the fubject. 
_ The queftion now before your Lordthips ftands upon very diftinet 
cround from all the others. It is in proof, that in June, 1780, 
Mr. Haftings received a prefent of two lacks of rupees: it is in 
proof, that even before he did receive it, he told Mr. Larkins, the 
gentleman to whom the money was to be paid, that he took it for 
the Company. A fimilar communication was made to Mr. Mark- 
ham, ia Bengal, immediately; and by the firft foreign fhip that 
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failed, to Mr. Sulivan; and to the Dirc¢tors by the firft Englith 
fhip. What evidence is there on the other fide that can induce 
your Lordfhips to think that he took this prefent for himfelf? Ac- 
cording to my judgment, none at all. I have already ftated to 
your Lordfhips, that after telling his counfel he had advanced his 
own money, it was abfolutely neceffary that it fhould appear on the 
treafury books as a depofit in his own name: but did that money 
deprive the Company of the complete ufe of it, from the inftant it 
was paid in? Certainly not. In May, 1782, the Company werc 
informed that two lacks of rupees, entered in fuch a page of the 
depofit journal, was their property. In the fame letter they were 
informed, that certain bonds, numbcred fo and fo, were not his 
property, but the property of the Company. It cannot, therefore, 
be faid, that Mr. Haftings, fubfequent to the date of that letter, 
could have converted either the bonds or the depofit money to his 
own ufe; therefore his not formally delivering up the bonds until 
he quitted India in February, 1785, was a matter of no confe- 
quence: it was equally immaterial as to the depofits. The noble 
and learned Lord has been pleafed to remark, that by not deliver. 
ing up thefe bonds, and ftriking his name from the depofit books, 
the ftate of the Company’s affairs appeared to be worfe than they 
really were in the year 1783, by fix lacks of rupees, or fixty thou- 
fand pounds. My Lords, that is not the cafe exactly, if the fac& 
really were of any confequence. In July, 1783, the Company and 
Parliament were in poffeffion of full information of thofe prefents. 
The meafure which rendered a full expofure of the Company’s af- 
fairs neceflary, was not brought in until November ; and when the 

deficit 


( 187 ) 
deficit was ftated to amount to many millions, this {mall fum could 
not have altered the cafe in any degree. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR fpoke fhortly in reply to Lord 
Thurlow, in fupport and explanation of the point of law that he 
had Jaid down; and 

Lord THURLOW rofe again, for the purpofe of declaring that 
he totally differed with the learned Lord, as to his conftru@tion of 
the law ; but at that late hour of the night he would not enter into 
a farther difcuffion of the difference between them. He would re- 
ferve what he had to fay upon it for their next meeting. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON declared, he thought the argy. 
ments of the noble and learned Lord, who had, with fo much abi. 
lity and accuracy, gone through the whole of the remainder of the 
charge, were irrefiftisic: to his mind, at leaft, they conveyed the 
{trongeft conviction ; nor had any thing faid by the noble and learned 
Lord who opened the difcuffion of the day, tended to weaken that 
conviction. Noman, his Lordfhip faid, could be more confcious 
than he was of his own inability to contend on points of law with 
either of the noble and Iearned Lords; certainly he would not pre- 
fume to do any fuch thing ; but he could not help exprefling a great 
doubt, whether the law could ftand as it had been laid down by the 
noble and learned Lord who had opened the charge (Lord Thurlow.) 
It appeared to him fo fingular a propofition, that where a perfon, 
fituated as Mr. Haftings,. in his capacity of Governor General, had 
been, accepted a prefent from another, who was dependent upon 
his power, was not prima facie, and of itfelf a criminal ad, exclu- 
five of its being prohibited by. the act of 1773, that, in his judg- 
ment, uninformed as he was on fuch matters, it could not be law. 
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The Earl particularly adverted to the circumftances that marked the 
conduct of Mr. Haftings, in refpect to the prefent of two lacks, 
taken from Sadanund, the buxey of Cheyt Sing, and faid, they 
were all of them unaccountably myftcrious and obfcure, if it were 
true that Mr. Haftings, from the moment of his taking the money, 
meant to appropriate it to the ufe of the Company, as the noble and 
learned Lord had contended. If fuch had been his intention, why 
did Mr. Haftings caufe the money to remain fo long in the fhape of 
a depofit, altogether ufclefs to the Company in the hands of Mr. 
Croftes ? The meafures he took on that occafion appeared evidently 
to have no other motive than to fhufle off fufpicion, or elfe why fo. 
much fecrecy? The letter of the defendant to the Directors, dated 
November, 1780, on which fo much ftrefs had been laid, by no 
means wiped him clean of that. fufpicion, In that letter he con- 
tented himfelf with declaring, that the money tendered by him to 
the Board, to defray the expence of Major Camac’s detachment, was 
not his own, but money that had been received by. him for the ufe 
of the public. The letter neither informed the Directors by whom 
the prefent of the two lacks was given, or when, or where: it 
looked, therefore, and was liable to the fufpicion of the letter’s being 
fo unfatisfactorily expreffed, merely to be ufed as a fhield from de- 
tection, and juft amounted to.enough to.afford Mr. Haftings fome- 
thing to.take fhelter, and to hide behind, whenever that prefent of 
Sadanund’s, or any other, which he had privately. taken, fhould 
happen to be difcovered. After reafoning pointedly on the letter, 
as the ftrongeft evidence of the defendant’s criminality, the Earl 
commented on the letter of May 22, 1782, and:that of December 
16, in the fame year; arguing that there was. fomething extremely 
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-queftionable in the circumftances relative to both. Mr. Larkins, 
in his affidavit, fwears, that the letter of May 22 was fealed up at 
the time of writing it, tobe difpatched by the Lively, and that it 
remained clofed until the date of the affidavit, viz. December 16, 
when it was opened. It was very unufual, the Earl faid, for a 
perfon who wrote a letter, to refer to the inclofures contained, and 
yet feal his letter, without firft putting the inclofures referred to 
into it. His Lordfhip alfo animadverted upon the accounts of the 
appropriation of the various fums received at different times by Mr. 
Haftings, and the accounts of Mr. Larkins of the fame matters ; 
and, after arguing clofely upon all the principal topics alluded to 
by the Lord Chancellor, his Lordfhip concluded with declaring, 
that, in his opinion, had Mr. Haftings withed to conceal all the 
prefents he had taken, he could not have ufed more art, or exercifed 
more fkilful cunning to provide againit detection, than he had ufed 
in every: inftance of receiving a prefent. He therefore believed him 
guilty of the charge, and fhould give his vote accordingly. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he could not fatisfy his cons 
feience to give a filent vote, or he would: not rife at that late hour; - 
but he would detain their Lordfhips for a few minutes only. He 
felt himfelf bound to decide in his own mind by the evidence before 
him, and he had attended: to the evidence as well during the trial, 
as fince it had been printed, with the utmoft care and minutenefs. 
In the volumes fo often and fo. neceffarily referred to-in:the courfe 
of: the difcuffions in the Committee of their Lordfhips, in the evi- 
dence he faw nothing that could lead him to believe that Mr. Hatft- 
ings had been actuated by bad. or corrupt motives, and he would 
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that they did. Heconfined himfelf for the prefent to the two lacks 
received from Sadanund, becaufe that appeared to him to be the 
more proper fubject of their Lordfhips’ confideration that day. The 
refult of the whole evidence, as it ftruck him, was this, that Mr. 
Haftings was actuated by the pureft motives in receiving that pre- 
fent ; that there were perplexities and contradictions in the accounts, 
he was willing to admit ; they had employed him many hours in his 
clofet, and he was ready to confefs that he was not fufficiently maf- 
ter of merchants accounts to unravel them: but he was equally 
ready to confefs, that he drew conclufions from thefe contradictions 
totally different from thofe that had been drawn both by the noble 
and Iearned Lord on the woolfack, in the forcible and eloquent 
fpeech of that night, and the noble Earl who had juft fat down.— 
In the account given of thofe bonds by Mr. Haftings, and in the 
account given by Mr. Larkins, there were differences ; but he be- 
lieved Mr. Haftings had been miftaken, and that Mr. Larkins’s 
account was the correct one. No noble Lord could believe, that 
if Mr. Haftings had written a wilful falfehood from Cheltenham, 
as to the date of the indorfement on the bonds, he would have ea- 
gerly fent to Bengal for thofe very bonds, which the moment they 
appeared muft convict him of mifreprefentation. No man can be- 
lieve that if Mr. Haftings originally received the bonds with an 
intent to convert them to his own ufe, he would not, on being in- 
duced by fear to alter his mind, have antedated the indorfement to 
the very day that he received the bonds. The learned prelate faid, 
that he fully concurred in all the reafoning of the noble and learned 
Lord (Thurlow.) The Managers read a letter from Mr. Haftings, 
which they pledged themfelves to falfify in all its parts; but they 
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had wholly failed to do fo. His Lordfhip then went through the 
feveral points of the letter, and faid, not only the facts ftated in it 
were undeniable, but no noble Lord could read it, he conceived, 
without feeing the mind of the writer, and without being convinced 
that bafe and fordid emoluments were not the objects that attracted 
his attention. Inthis cafe, where there was, in fact, no evidencc, 
ard where all depended upon inference, he muft refort to general 
character ; and he had no fcruple to fay, that the Commons had 
totally miftaken the character of Mr. Haftings. They charged him 
with having adopted the various meafures, which form the articles, 
with the view principally of acquiring for himfelf exorbitant wealth. 
The learned Prelate faid, that not a tittle of evidence had appeared 
to fubftantiate fuch an allegation ; but that his character was fo com- 
pletely the reverfe, appeared fo ftrongly in proof upon the evidence, 
that it would be needlefs to ftrengthen that cvidence by an appeal to 
the common fenfe and underftanding of mankind on the fubjett.— 
He could eafily account in his own mind for fuch a great character 
as Mr. Haftings, with fo much upon his mind, having been uni- 
formly negligent and inattentive to all matters of moncy, and all 
accounts that related to money tranfactions ; indeed it was evident 
that Mr. Haftings was a man who had been uncommonly regard- 
lefs of money; otherwife it would have been impoffible to account 
for the ftate of his fortune in every year between 1778 and 178s, 
to which his attorney had {worn at their Lordfhips” bar ;. and what 
ftruck me, faid the learned Prelate, as extraordinary, when not a 
fingle queftion was put by the Managers. His Lordfhip concluded 
a very clear and eloquent {peech, with declaring, that he fhould fay 
Not-content to the motion. | | 
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Lord THURLOW began by faying, that it was his intention 
to have gone fully into the feveral points opened by the noble and 
learned Lord the preceding day ; but that having miflaid his papers, 
he would endcavour to fpeak to them from memory as well as he 
could, fenfible that it would be too great an intrufion upon the time 
of the Committee to delay them a moment on that confideration. 

The moft material and important point of difcuffion was the 
ground upon which the noble and learned Lord had ftated, that he 
thought one queftion only might be put upon all the remaining pre- 
fents, as, in his opinion, there was one principle which would go- 
vern them all, however they might vary in their circumftances. In 
the introduction of this principle, which, as far as his (Lord Thur- 
low’s) recollection went, was entircly new in point of difcuffion, (it 
having never occurred to either party at the bar during the courfe of 
the trial, and certainly not to the profecutors in framing the im- 
peachment) the noble and learned Lord had laia that out of the 
cafe which, in his contemplation of the fubje@t, was the only ground 
and foundation of the prefent charge, as fent up by the Commons, 
namely, the act of Parliament, 13th Geo. III. The principle fo 
introduced, however, and which he was now about to examine, 
was, if he underftood it correctly, this, ‘‘ That at common law, 
‘¢ the relative fituation of the donor and donee of any gift or pre- 
‘* fent, was alone fufficient to conftitute the acceptance of fuch gift 
‘* a crime for which an indi€tment would lie, always fuppofing the 
‘© gift to pafs from an inferior in office to his fuperior ; and that, 
‘* without charging it to have been given for brokage, or ftating 
«* any other corrupt confideration inthe indi€étment.” To this pofi- 
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tion their Lordthips would recollect he had on the preceding day 
ventured to exprefs not only his diffent, but fome degree of furprife, 
infomuch as it appeared to him to be extremely novel, and alfo to 
be at variance both with the principles and forms upon which all 
indictments for corruption, that had fallen under his obfervation, 
had hitherto been framed and fupported. In adverting to this pro- 
pofition at that time he had obferved, and he was ftill of opinion, 
that the relative fituation of the parties in all pecuniary tranfactions 
of the nature of thofe in queftion, was, no doubt, a material ingre- | 
dient, and that which not only would, but ought to excite a fuf- 
picion and jealoufy, proportionate to the diftance at which the giver 
was removed from the perfon receiving the prefent: but that it was 
alone fufficient to conftitute and to raife the tranfaction intoa crime, 
was a propofition he never could accede to. Indeed, the more he 
confidered it, and the more he turned it in his mind, which he did 
affure their Lordfhips he had done with all the attention he could 
give it, the more he was convinced, as a lawyer, and in that con- 
viction he had had an opportunity of being fortified by much abler 
opinions than his own, that it would be impofhible to fupport an 
indi€tment at common law againft a fuperior in office for taking a 
prefent from an inferior, by merely putting the fact of the prefent 
being made, and the relative fituation of the parties, upon the re- 
cord: but that the indictment muft go on to ftate fome corrupt con- 
fideration as the motive, which corrupt confideration muft either be 
admitted, or proved, as laid. The noble and learned Lord, in fup- 
port of his propofition in a former debate, had alluded to the ftat. 
5 and 6 Edw. VI. c. 16. againft buying and felling offices, and had 
drawn an argument from it, as if before that ftatute the fale of offices 
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was illegal atcommon Jaw. But if any argument could be drawn 
from it, the whole frame of the ftatute, and more particularly the 
exceptions in it, afforded an inference the other way; for it is an 
enacting, nota declaratory ftatute. It excepts all offices of inheri- 
tance: it provides, ‘‘ that the chief juftices of the King’s Bench 


‘* and Common Pleas, and the juftices of affize, may do in every 
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‘ behalf, touching any office to be given or granted by them, as 
‘‘ they might have done before the a&t; and it allows ‘* all bar- 
‘« gains, fales, &c. of any office concluded before the 1ft day of 
‘* March next coming, to be in fuch force as if the act had never 
‘* been made.” Now, exclufive of the inconfiftency which would 
be imputable to the legiflature in allowing the fale of offices fora 
limited period after the act was made, in derogation of the common 
law of the land, and a perpetual exception in favour of the chief 
juftices of either bench, and of the judges of affize, it was a known 
and acknowledged fact, that every one of the very refpectable and 
honourable perfons who have filled thofe feveral offices, have, from 
the time the act was made to the prefent moment, without the 
{malleft imputation or idea of ftain upon their character, fold the 
feveral offices belonging to their refpective fituations as they have 
become vacant, openly and without referve. Could it then be ar- 
gued that fuch fale was an indictable offence at common law; or 
rather, was not the uniform practice of fo many refpectable characters 
a proof of the reverfe, and an affrmance of what the common law 
was in that refpect? for the ftatute only allows them ‘* to do in 
‘* that behalf as they might have done before the act was made.”’ 
It was true, that in a cafe decided in the Star Chamber, and re- 
ported 


( 195 ) 

ported in Noy, the fheriff of Nottingham,* who had given the 
offices of jailor and bailiff to his fervants, who fold them, and gave 
him the money, was indiéted for fo doing ; and exception being 
taken that he could not be fined, but that it being an offence created 
by the ftatute, he could only be punifhed as the a& prefcribed ; the 
court held he might be fined, for that it was malum in fe, anda 
crime at common law. But except that decifion, which had never 
been followed or adopted by any authority fince, there was no 
cafe to be found in the books to warrant fuch a dottrine, That cafe, 
however, as far as it went, was an authority to thew, that if the 
matter in queftion were a newly-created offence, as in his opinion it 
clearly was, there could be no proceeding or judgment upon it, but 
under the ftatute. He would next, therefore, proceed to examine 
the feveral remaining prefents in the charge, and how far they were 
maintainable under the provifions of the ftatute, or fupported in 
point of proof. 

In the cafe of Kelleram and Cullian Sing, the Commons had 
expreffly charged that Mr. Haftings took that moncy as a confidera- 
tion for letting them certain lands in perpetuity, to the great injury 
of the Eaft-India Company. In the cafe of Muny Begum and 
Nundcomar, the Commons charge that he took bribes for brokage 
and appointments to offices. In thefe inftances, the charges are 
accurately drawn, and it is not true, faid his Lordfhip, that articles 


* This cafe is thus reported in Noy, edit. 1656, p. 102. Stockwell againft North. 
N. was fheriff of Nottingham, 43 Eliz. and took money for the offices of jailor and 
bailiwick, and he firft gave them to his fervants, who fold them, but he himfelf had 
the money; and he was fined for that, for it was contrary to 4 Hen. 1V. cap. 5. 
And alfo by the court, that that is a corruption, ahd a great caufe of oppreffion in the 
officers: and fuch fale of offices is malum in fe, and finable. 
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of impeachment have generally been loofely or inaccurately drawn. 
On the contrary, they have had all that legal ftrictnefs of late years 
which is required in an indictment. He did not fpeak, he faid, 
of more ancient impeachments, in which certainly-very little atten- 
tion was paid either to the forms, or the fubftance of juftice. 
Having concluded the legal argument, Lord Thurlow proceeded to 
the next head of the charge, upon which he faid he would not 
trefpafs long upon their Lordfhips’ indulgence, as the evidence, 
upon it lay in a very narrow compafs. 

The Commons accufed Mr. Haftings of having received a pre- 
fent or bribe of four lacks of rupees from Kelleram and Cullian 
Sing, or one of them, about the month of Odtober, 1740, as a 
confideration for letting certain lands in Bahar in perpetuity, to the 
great injury of the Eaft-India Company. 

There certainly, faid Lord Thurlow, is no evidence that fixes 
the receipt of this prefent, or of the cabooleat or engagement for 
the prefent, at the period mentioned in the charge. On the con- 
trary, the evidence carries it to a later period. 

The evidence proves, that in the month of July, 1780, Rajah 
Kelleram was permitted by the Patna Council to go to Calcutta, at 
the defire of Mr. Haftings. On the 14th of November, 1780, 
the Governor General prefents to the Board an arzee from Maha 
Rajah Cullian Sing, with propofals for renting the province ot Bahar. 
He recommends to Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler, the two members 
prefent, the acceptance of thefe propofals. Nothing farther ap- 
pears to have been done at that mecting of the Board. 

On the 15th of December, a letter is read from the Council of 
Patna, in which they flate that they have concludcd a fettlement, 
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fubject to the approbation of the fupreme Council, which is more 
advantageous than any fettlement made for many years paft. The 
fecretary is immediately ordered to draw out a comparative view of 
the two fettlements—I mean, my Lords, the propofals from the 
Patna Council, and from Maha Rajah Cullian Sing. 

On the 1gth of Deceinber, the fecretary prefents it; and it 
appears from the comparifon that Cullian Sing’s propofals are 
more advantageous than thofe fent down by the Patna Council. 
They are therefore accepted. Kelleram, the naib or deputy of 
Cullian Sing, is called in, and declares his mafter’s affent to the 
conditions. Khelats are ordered for Cullian Sing and Kelleram, 
and the Patna Council are informed that the fettlement is concluded 
with Cullian Sing. 

The funnud was made mocurery, a term, which the Commons 
calla grant in perpetuity ; but, my Lords, we know precifely what 
a mocurery tenure is, and how very different indeed from a grant 
in perpetuity. It was a grant to Cullian Sing, which muft have 
expired at his death at all events; but it was only to continue in 
force fo long as his kifts were regularly paid, and fo long as no 
oppreffions were exercifed on the inhabitants. He was not permitted 
to claim as a right any deductions from his ftipulated payments, 
either for drought, inundations, or the ravages of enemies. If any 
deductions were allowed hereafter, they were to be received as in- 
dulgences. Leafes in perpetuity are indeed now granted through- 
out Bengal; the rents are on no account to be increafed, but to 
remain invariable fo long as the prefent holders of the land and 
their heirs fhall pay the rents as fettled in the year 1791. How it 
could be injurious to the interefts of the Eaft-India Company, for 
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Mr. Haftings to a& upon a principle infinitely fhort of that which 
has fince been adopted by the Company and the King’s Minifters, I 
cannot eafily conceive. This part of the charge therefore muft fall 
to the ground. 

There is a ftrange inaccuracy runs though the whole of the 
Managers’ obfervations on this charge. They firft offered evidence 
to fhew the unfitnefs of Kelleram, asa renter of lands; yet the 
leafe was in the name of Cullian Sing. ‘They next produce evidence 
to fhew that a leafe was granted to Kelleram: the evidence proves 
that it was granted to Cullian Sing, a man of very confiderable rank, 
and fon to Maha Rajah Sittabroy, who enjoyed the fame unlimited 
power as Naib Dewan of Bahar, which Mahomed Reza Cawn 
poflefled in Bengal, under the governments of Lord Clive, Mr. 
Verelft, and Mr. Cartier. 

Your Lordfhips would not permit evidence to be given beyond 
the point to which I am now arrived. The Managers wanted to 
prove that Kelleram fell into great balances; but there was nothing 
charged againft Mr. Haftings, to which evidence to fuch a point 
could apply ; confequently every endeavour to adduce evidence to 
that point, was a wafte of your T.ordfhips’ time. And here the 
whole evidence as to the Jetting of the lands, ftops. It is in fub- 
ftance, that Maha Rajah Cullian Sing having offered to rent part 
of the province of Bahar, on terms more advantageous to the 
Company by nearly two lacks of rupees a year than thofe offered to 
the Patna Board, the Governor General and Council accepted the 
terms of the former. It is not to be believed that the Managers, or 
thofe whom they employed to draw the articles, would have omitted 
to charge, that, in the end, the Company loft confiderably by this 
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leafe, provided the fact were fo. Neither your Lordfhips, nor the 


Managers are competent to enter into an examination of an intricate 
detail of Indian revenues, though we can all comprehend the refult. 
I certainly have feen a paper prefented to the Houfe of Commons 
from the India Houfe, by which it appears, that under Cullian 
Sing’s leafe of two years, he paid more money into the Patna treafury 
by very near.fixty thoufand pounds fterling, than was paid in under 
the fettlements formed for the two years preceding, by the Patna 
Council. With this evidence in the Managers’ poffeffion, it would 
have been a very ufelefs attempt to carry the article farther. 

I come now, my Lords, to confider the evidence which the Ma- 
nagers have offered, relative to the cabooleat, and the money actu- 
ally received upon it. The firft document to this point is the 
account inclofed in Mr. Haftings’s letter of the 22d of May, 1782. 
It appears that on the 26th of April, 1781, the fum of two lacks 
thirty-two thoufand rupees was paid into the treafury by the order 
of Mr. Hattings, under the head of Durbar charges: that is, Mr. 
Haftings admits the receipt of a prefent to fuch an amount, on the 
Company’s account. From the moment the moncy was fo paid in, 
it became the Company’s property, and Mr. Haftings could not 
interfere with it.- The running treafury account, on which this 
receipt was entered, came to the India Houfe in the month of 
July, 1782, and did not attract the attention of the Directors. On 
the 16th of March, 1784, as 1 have already ftated to your Lord- 
fhips, the Directors defired Mr. Haftings to inform them at what 
periods the feveral fums were received which made the aggregate of 
the account inclofed in his letter of the 2ad of May, 1782. Mr. 
Haftings, unable to give a complete anfwer to this queftion from 
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Cheltenham, referred them to Mr. Larkins; but the Diredtors, 
fatisfied, as it fhould feem, with the general information which Mr. 
Haftings had given them, inquired no farther; and there the in- 
quiry would have ended, if Mr. Haftings himfelf had not written 
to Mr. Larkins to fend to the chairman the only memorandum 
which he had ever poffeffed, that could throw a farther light upon 
the fubject. He did fo; and if your Lordthips will turn to the 
evidence, page 1163, you will find Mr. Larkins’s letter, dated the 
sth of Auguft, 1786, and an account accompanying it, certainly 
very loofe and imperfect, but beyond all doubt that account to 
which Mr. Haftings alluded, as the only memorandum he ever 
poffeffed ; and it gave a clue to the Directors, to make any farther 
inveftigation that they thought proper. Your Lordfhips will always 
bear in mind that this account was tran{mitted fur no other purpofe 
than to give a fuller anfwer to a queftion put by the Directors to Mr. 
Haftings on the 16th of March, 1784, than he was able to give 
them merely from memory at Cheltenham. The Managers, by 
reading it, have made it evidence. From this account then it ap- 
pears, that between the a1ft of March and the 26thof April, 1781, 
the fum of two lacks and twenty thoufand ficca rupecs was received 
from Patna, and that on the 26th of April two lacks of ficca rupees 
were paid to Mr. Croftes, the fub-treafurer. If there was no other 
evidence, this account would be abfolutely unintelligible; but, 
connecting it with Mr. Larkins’s evidence, and the note at the foot 
of the account, it appears very clear, that a cabooleat or obligation 
for four lacks of rupees had been entered into ; that upon this caboo- 
leat two lacks were paid into the treafury by Gunga Govind Sing, 
and entered by the orders of Mr. Haftings, under the head of Dur- 
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bar charges, that is, as I have already ftated to your Lordfhips, en- 
tered as a prefent received by the Governor Gencral on the Com- 
pany’s account. There is not a fhadow of evidence to warrant a 
fufpicion that Mr. Haftings himfelf ever received one rupee upon 
this cabooleat, or upon that of Dinagepore, which, though not in 
charge, I have explained as fully as the evidence permitted me to 
explain it on a former day: I mention it again, becaufe the Ma- 
nagers have obferved, that the cabooleats from Patna and Dinage- 
pore were for four lacks each; that is, in all, eighty thoufand 
pounds, of which only the one half has been paid to the Company. 
The fact undoubtedly is fo; but the Commons, though in poffeffien 
of all the evidence they now have, two months before they drew 
this article, have not made it matter of charge, that Mr. Haftings 
took no meafures to recover thefe balances. If there had been any 
ground to fufped that thefe balances had really been paid into the 
hands of Mr. Haftings, or inte the hands of any perfon in truft for 
him, I fhould imagine that the perfons who drew out the articles 
would have charged the fact expreffly ; it would then have been in- 
cumbent upon Mr. Haftings to fhew by the beft evidence in his 
power, that all the money which he received, he had paid into the 
treafury, and that he had it not in his power to receive the balances, 
As the cafe now ftands, it refts upon his own folemn declaration, 
that he has accounted for every rupee that came into his hands ; 
and it cannot be believed for one moment, that he would have de- 
fired Mr. Larkins to fend to the chairman the only memorandum 
exifting, from which it could be known there was any balance, if 
he had put a fingle rupee of it inte his own pocket. But all obfer- 
vations as to balances are extraneous to any matter in charge. 
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The noble and Icarned Lord has laid a confiderable ftrefs on the 
rumour generally prevailing of a prefent given to Mr. Hattings, by 
Cullian Sing and Kelleram. He has referred your Lordfhips to 
the evidence of Mr, Young, Mr. Moore, and Mr. Anderfon. 
Mr. Young depofed that the rumour was very general, and that in 
December, 1780, he heard a fpecific fum mentioned, four lacks of 
rupees. Mr. Moore fays he heard that the money was paid in 
October, 1781, which muft bea miftake. Mr. Anderfon fwears that 
he heard the fame rumour in December, 1780, and Iam fure it 
muft have been from mere accident that the noble and learned Lord 
(unlefs he has been mifled by his fyllabus) omitted to ftate the moft 
material part of Mr. Anderfon’s evidence—the part which, in my 
mind, is decifive upon the queftion. Mr. Anderfon fwears that in 
May, 1781, having again heard this rumour, and thinking it very 
inconfiftent with the character of Mr. Haftings, he mentioned the 
report to him. Mr. Haftings immediately told him, not to make 
himfelf uneafy, or give himfelf any concern about what he had 
heard ; for whatever fums had been received, had been accounted for 
to the Company ; that he thought it right to take money in that way, 
at the time the Company was in fuch great diftrefs, and it might 
not have been procured in any other way. The Managers did not 
chufe to purfue this examination farther, and they have adduced no. 
evidence from which your Lordfhips can conclude that the money 
might have been received publicly, as a pefhcufh or nuzzerana, on 
behalf of the Company. I profefs myfelf to. be utterly ignorant of 
the manners and cuftoms of the people of India; but as this tefti- 
mony from Mr. Anderfon remains uncontradiéted, and as Mr. 
Haftings himfelf has faid in a letter produced by the Managers, 
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« The fources from which thefe reliefs to the public fervice have 
‘* come, would never have yielded them publicly ;” Iam bound to 
believe that this is the true ftate of the fact, and that the renters and 
zemindars of Patna, Dinagepore, and Nuddcah, from whom Mr. 
Haftings privately received near fixty thoufand pounds in the years 
1780 and 1781, would not have paid thofe fums publicly to the 
Company, had Mr. Haftings declined to take them in the mode that 
they were really given. 

I am afraid I have already troubled your Lordfhips too long 
upon this charge; but I have been the more particular, becaufe the 
Commons have charged this money to have been received as a bribe, 
in confideration of granting a leafe on injurious terms. Your Lord- 
fhips fee that the money was paid by inftalments, between the 21ft 
of March and the 26th of April, 1781, and on the lJaft-mentioned 
day it was paid into the treafury, as a prefent received by Mr. 
Haftings on the Company’s account. As he certainly received the 
money folely for the Company, as there is nothing like evidence te 
prove that he at any time intended to take this money for himfelf, 
and as upon the face of the agreement with Cullian Sing, it ap- 
pears that he was bound to the performance of every condition, | 
which could be required from him, for the advantage both of the 
Company and the people, and as his propofals were more advanta- 
geous than thofe tranfmitted by the Patna Council, I am clearly of 
opinion that the charge has not been made good. On the charge 
called Nundoolol’s prefent, there will hardly be a difference of 
opinion. That prefent was carried to the Company’s credit the mo- 
ment it was received. | 
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Mr. Haftings is next accufed of having received a prefent of ten 
lacks of rupecs from the Nabob of Oude inthe month of September, 
1781; and as matter of aggravation, it is ftated that the Nabob 
was in great pecuniary diftrefs at the time, and decply in debt to the 
Faft-India Company. The charge in this part alfo is very inac- 
curate, for the evidence adduced by the Managcrs proves, that above 
onc third of this prefent was made by the Nabob’s minifters. It is 
by no means proved that the Nabob was in a ftate of great pecuniary 
diftrefs ; that his public finances were in very great diforder, and 
that they had been fo from 1775 to 1781, is out of all queftion ; 
but if your Lordfhips will look to the cortefpondence of the feveral 
refidents, you will fec, that next to the diforders occafioned by the 
Begum withholding the public treafures from the public fervice, the 
diftreffes of the Nabob’s government were owing to the very large 
fum that he required for his privy purfe. It is in evidence that in 
the ceconomy of his houfchold, he would neither permit his minif- 
ters, nor the Britifh refident to interfere. A fovereign may be 
very rich, when the ftate is poor; and I think it is much more pro- 
bable that the Nahob himfclf was in very affluent circumftances, 
than ina ftate of great pecuniary diftrefs. But the queftion for your 
Lordfhips to confider will be, whether, under all the circumftances 
of the cafe, it was criminal in Mr. Haftings to receive a prefent of 
ten lacks of rupees, and tc apply it as he did to the Company’s 
fervice. In this, as in every other inftance of the prefents, Mr. 
Haftings affords the Managers all the information that they have 
given to your Lordfips. It appears then, that between the 11th 
and 19th of September, 1781, Mr. Haftings received from the 
Nabob and his minifters a prefent of ten lacks of rupees, of the 
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currency of Oude, in bills. It appears alfo that the firft payment 
upon thefe bills was made in October, and that in the month of 
March, 1782, the whole fum was received. It appears alfo by the 
letter from Mr. Haftings to the Directors, dated the 20th of Ja- 
nuary, 1782, from Patna, that fuch fums as to that time had been 
received, were expended in the public fervice, and Mr. Haftings af- 
{ures the Directors that the remaining fums fhall be fo employed. 
The ultimate appropriation of this prefent he left entirely to them ; 
adding, that if they adjudge it to him, he fhall receive it with gTa- 
titude. The Directors had the power to do it, in the fame manner 
that they gave the prefent from Sujah Dowlah to thearmy. They 
might have given the Nabob credit for it, as taken in part payment 
of his debt to the Company ; or they had the power todo, what in 
effect they did—thcy took it for the Company. 

My Lords, for a prefent received under fuch circumftances, fo 
applied as. this was, and fo ultimately appropriated by the Eaft-India 
Company, Mr. Haftings has been criminally accufed, and your 
Lordfhips are now to determine his guilt, or his innocence. ‘Fhe 
evidence upon this charge lies in a very narrow compafs indecd, 
though it has been branched out very unneceffarily [ think by the 
Managers, who at the commencement of their evidence undertook 
to prove that Mr. Haftings had written a falfe ftatement to the Di- 
rectors.on the 20th of January, 1782, when he declared, that though 
he had accepted the prefent in September, 1781, and had. expended 
fuch fums in the public fervice as he had received, it had-up-to the 
date of his letter been in part only, and tardily realized. What 
poffible end it could anfwer to Mr. Haftings to make fuch an affer- 
tion if it were not true, I cannot conceive; and all the time that 
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‘was {pent in attempting to prove the affertion falfe, appears to me 
to have been very ufeleffly wafted. If the noble and learned Lord 
had not alluded alfo to this circumftance, I fhould not have noticed 
it at all. 

[The LORD CHANCELLOR whifpered acrofs the table that 
there was another expreffion in the letter, ‘‘ a prefent of the nomi- 
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‘« nal value of ten lacks,’ which, coupled with the words tardily 
realized, had attracted his attention. ] 

Lord THURLOW proceeded: I am much obliged to the noble 
and learned Lord for his explanation, but I am ftill as much at a 
Jofs as ever to divine his meaning. The nominal value? My 
Lords, the expreffion is highly proper. Mr. Haftings, in Sep- 
tember, received a prefent of ten lacks of Oude ficca rupees. That 
was the nominal value. It was made in bills, and when thofe bills 
‘were turned into cafh, and that cafh brought into Bengal currency, 
then the real value would be known; and it appears in evidence, 
that the prefent netted ten lacks thirty-three thoufand rupees and a 
fraction, about one hundred and three thoufand pounds. The 
meaning of the words ‘nominal value” cannot be mifunderftood by 
any noble Lord who will exercife his own judgment. 

If the Jearned Manager, (Mr. Anftruther,) who afferted that be- 
fore the 2oth of January, 1782, the whole of this prefent had been 
received, except a {mall balance, could have proved his affertion 
true, I know not to what ufe he could have applied a fact {fo proved. 

But, my Lords, it has happened in this, as in fo many other in- 
ftances, that Mr. Haftings is completely juftified by the profecutors’ 
evidence. 
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Mr. Wright from the India Houfe produced the Bengal General 
Journal for the ycar 1781-2. All the Bengal annual accounts com- 
mence on the 1{t of May, of one year, and clofe on the joth of 
Aprilof thenext year. This General Journal contained an account 
of the payment of the Nabob’s prefent, and it appeared that in Oc- 
tober, November, and December, 1781, a part of this prefent had 
been paid, not a half of the whole. Your Lordfhips will agree, 
therefore, that the expreffion of Mr. Haftings, up to this period of 
time, was very correct. It farther appears that in January, 1782, 
the fum of four lacks fifty-nine thoufand feven hundred twenty-feven 
rupees and a fraction was received, and the balance, which was 
feventy thoufand rupees, was completely liquidated in the two fol- 
lowing months. But, my Lords, after all this trouble had been 
taken, it was to no purpofe; for though the Manager profeffedly 
called Mr. Wright to prove that this prefent, except a {mall balance, 
was actually reccived prior to the 2oth of January, 1782, and 
though he perfifted to the laft in afferting that the fact was proved, 
your Lordfhips, who judge from evidence, will fee that the account 
proves nothing. Mr. Wright could not tell you from his journal 
on what day in January the great payment was made, and your 
Lordfhips, as impartial judges, will rather believe it was fubfequent 
to the 2oth of January, than prior to that day; though, from too 
much zeal, too much prejudice, or too little attention to the caufe, 
the Managers thought proper to affert what they could not prove. 
To the charge itfelf, the point is not of the {malleft confequence, 
nor can the ingenuity of man conceive any end that coul: have been 
attained by the tranfmiffion to the Direétors of fo filly a falfchood, 


as the Managers have imputed to. Mr. Haftings. But, my Lords, 
the 


( 208 ) 
the production of this General Journal for the purpofe that I have 
ftated, has placed a piece of evidence in the Appendix to the Mi- 
nutes, that {trikes the noble and learned Lord in a point of view fo 
uncommon, that the Managers, with all their fagacity, have not feen 
it in the fame light. , : 

By turning to page 1158, your Lordfhips will fee that Mr. 
Wright, after he had produced the General Journal that I have al- 
ready mentioned, was afked if the book contained an account of the 
expenditure as well as of the receipt of the Nabob’s prefent. He 
faid it did—and he read feveral items of the expenditure. According 
to your Lordfhips’ rule, the whole account of the expenditure, as 
wellas the receipt, wasentered in the Appendix, and you will find 
it in page 606 to 628. Referring to this account, the noble and 
Jearned Lord fays, that Mr. Haftings appears not to have accounted 
for one lack and a half of rupees of the Nabob’s prefent, and that 
there are amongft the difburfements, four lacks fent to the refident 
of Benares,. which fum might have been paid back again to Mr. 
Haftings. I profefs, my Lords, 1 was very much aftonifhed, in- 
deed, to hear fucha remark from fuch a quarter. In the firft place, 
it applies to no matter in charge, confequently if the learned Lord’s 
idea was correct, this court, which can only apply the proofs to the 
allegations before us, has no more concern with it, than with the 
{tory of the bonds. It does not even apply to any obfervation that 
fell from the Managers, who did not call Mr. Wright in order to 
inquire about the balance, but from a fruitlefs endeavour to prove 
the unimportant fact that I have already too much enlarged upon. 
The ground now taken by the noble and learned Lord could not pof- 
fibly have occurred to Mr. Haftings or to his counfel; but your 
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Lordfhips, by turning to the Appendix, will fee the cafe in a mo- 
ment. It contains the Durbar accounts of Mr. Haftings for one 
complete year, 1781-2. The nature of this account I will endea- 
vour to explain. The Governor General is entrufted with a variety 
of public difburfements, independent of the Board—fecret fervices— 
the pay and entertainment of foreign minifters—prefents—kellauts, 
&c. To mect thefe difburfements, the Governor General applies to 
the Council for money, which he cannot receive, but by their order 
on the treafury; for though Mr. Haftings received prefents while he 
was abfent from Calcutta, and gave the Company credit for them, 
yet, when in Calcutta, he paid all his prefents into the treafury, 
whence he could not draw them again, nor any other money, but by 
an order of Council. 

It appears, then, by the Durbar account in the Appendix, that be- 
tween the 1ft of May, 1781, and the joth of April, 1782, Mr. 
Haftings received the fum of fifteen lacks twenty-two thoufand 
feven hundred forty-fix rupees and a fraction. Of this fum only 
fifty thoufand rupees was received from thetreafury. The remainder 
confifted of the prefents that he reccived, or money that he borrowed 
at Benares, and from the refident at Oude. His expenditure for the 
public fervice, in the fame period, is thirteen lacks feventy-eight 
thoufand one hundred twenty-fix rupees and a fraction. This, 
your Lordfhips obferve, leaves a balance of nearly a lack and a half 
of rupees in his hands, belonging tothe Company. Ifit had been a 
charge, or even if a fufpicion had been hinted during the trial, that 
this balance was unaccounted for, he moft undoubtedly would have 
produced the Durbar account for the next year ; and the firft article 
entered in May, 1782, would have been this Jack and a half as 
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againft Mr, Haftings. Ihad the curiofity to look at the Durbar ac- 
counts down to the 1ft of February, 1785, when he, quitted India, 
and I find that they are exactly balanced. 

I believe, my Lords, I have now mentioned all the evidence 
that is of any moment in the three charges; I mean the prefents 
from Patna, Nundoolol, and the Nabob Vizier. They are all, 
ftrictly fpeaking, of the fame defcription. They were all received 
by Mr. Haftings, as he ftates, for the Company, at a period of 
great public diftrefs: they were all entered in the treafury books 
under the head of Durbar charges, thatis, prefents received by Mr. 
Haftings on the Company’s account. That they have been faith« 
fully applied to the public fervice is not to be difputed, and, in my 
‘ judgment, there is nothing in the evidence that can induce your 
Lordfhips to believe he reccived thefe prefents corruptly ; that is, 
I cannot think we are warranted cither by evidence or by fair infe- 
rence to believe that to be true which the Managers fo ftrenuoufly 
urged—I mean, my Lords, that at the time thefe prefents were 
reccived, Mr. Haftings did intend to take them to himfelf, though 
he afterwards changed his intentions, and gave them to the Com- 
pany. If, in my confcience, I drew fuch a conclufion, or if I 
thought that for a fingle moment he entertained fuch an idea, I fhould 
at once pronounce him guilty. 

The Patna prefent, as your T.ordfhips will recolle&t, was paid 
_ into the public treafury on the 26th of April, 1781, under the head 
of Durbar charges, fo that Mr. Haftings had no longer any concern 
with it. He could not draw the money out of the treafury again, 
and the receipt appears by the treafury books which arrived in Eng- 
Jand in July, 1782. The two prefents from the Nabob and Nune 
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doolol were accounted for in the manner that I have already fated to 
your Lordfhips, while he was abfent from Calcutta. 

The prefent from Nobkiffen, which is the only one remaining, 
ftands upon a ground fomewhat different ; for though it was cer- 
tainly received for the Eaft-India Company, and though the appro- 
priation of it was left completely in their power, yet it was attended, 
in the mode of receipt, with circumftances which do diftinguith it 
from the other receipts of prefent. In fo far 1 perfectly agree with 
the noble Earl (Mansfield, ) whofe opinions I am at all times difpofed 
to confider with the utmoft attention, an attention to which they 
are fully entitled, not lefs from the weight which the high character 
of the noble Earl gives to them, than from the dignified and tem- 
perate language, fohighly becoming a judge, in which he delivers 
his fentiments to your Lordfhips. The noble Earl conceives that 
each receipt of a prefent by Mr. Haftings was a breach of the law, 
but that the known and urgent neceflities of the public at the time 
the prefents were received, and their appropriation to the relief of 
thofe neceffities, juftified the receipt of every prefent, except the 
laft. Inthe laft inftance, the noble Earl fays, that Mr. Haftings 
took the money, if not for his own ufe, certainly for his own con- 
veniency. 

The charge fets forth, that in the year 1783, Mr. Haftings firft 
fraudulently folicited as a loan, from Nobkiffen, the fum of three 
lacks of rupees; that he afterwards corruptly retained it as a gift or 
prefent, under the pretence of difcharging certain expences which 
be had no authority to incur either before or fince, and that he has 


not produced fufficient vouchers to juftify his charges. 
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The Managers, on firft opening it, declared that they fhould 


offer no evidence upon it:—Ex ore tuo the juftification or condem- 
nation fhall proceed, was their expreffion. In the progrefs of the 
trial, however, farther evidence was given by the Managers, and I 
will endeavour to ftate to your Lordfhips the refult of the whole, as 
it ftrikes my mind. 

Mr. Haftings fays, that in 1783, being in want of money for 
his private expences, owing to the Company not having cafh in 
their treafury to pay his falary, he borrowed three lacks of rupees 
from Nobkiffen. . | 

I will take the liberty to call your attention to the evidence ad- 
duced by the Managers, in order to prove the falfchood of this af- 
fertion. It is the more neceffary, becaufe the noble and learned 
Lord has exprefied his furprife that the Governor General fhould 
have any arrear of falary due to him, and in fuch a manner as to 
convcy an idea to your Lordfhips, that the noble and Icarned Lord 
very much doubted whether a Governor General could fuffer his fa- 
Jary to run in arrear. JI admit it to be an extraordinary cafe. Pof- 
fibly Mr. Haftings conceived that when the different armies in India 
were enduring the deepeft diftrefs for their fubfiftence, when the 
officers had coined their plate to fupport their foldiers as long as they 
could be fupported by fuch a refource, and when the civil eftablith- 
ments were many months in arrears, it would not be very decent or 
laudable in him, to exert the influence which his ftation certainly 
gave him, in order to be paid in cafh, month by month. Of the 
fact your Lordfhips can have no doubt, fince the Managers in this, 
as in fo many other inftances, have effectually justified Mr. Haftings 
by the evidence which they produced. Whether your Lordfhips are 
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_ to give credit to the Managers for an extraordinary degree of can- 
-dour, or to believe that thofe prejudices which naturally attach upon 
profecutors have perverted their judgment, or whether they have 
trufted the production of their evidence entirely to their agents, and 
were as ignorant as your Lordfhips of its contents, until read at your 
bar, I know not, nor is it of much moment to us to difcover ; but, 
by turning to page 1252 of your Minutes, your Lordthips will find 
an account of all the payments made to Mr. Haftings under the head 
of falary in the year 1783. You will feé that he did not receive the 
falary dueto him for January, until the month of Auguft: fo that, 
in truth, he was feven months in arrear until that payment was made. 
Your Lordthips will fee that his falary for February and March 
was paid in September, not in cafh, but by transfer; that is, by a 
treafury order, or paper, which might, indeed, be turned into cath, 
at the difcount of the day ; and I believe thofe transfers at that time 
bore a difcount of ten or twelve per cent. The account is conti- 
nued ; and your Lordfhips will fee, if you take the trouble to turn 
to it, that in the whole of the year 1783, Mr. Haftings reccived 
but one month’s falary in cafh; that was for the month of January, 
and it was paid to him in Auguft. 

The next point is, my Lords, that Mr. Haftings defired Nob- 
kiffen to call upon him with a bond properly filled up; but as he 
was going to execute it, Nobkiffen requefted him rather to accept 
the money, than to execute the bond. He neither, as he fays, 
accepted nor refufed the prefent, and his mind remained fufpended 
until he went to Lucknow in 1784, when he determined to accept 


the prefent for the Company. 
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This is the account given by Mr. Haftings tothe Houfe of Com- 
mons, and the noble and learned Lord fays it muft be taken as the 
true ftate of the tranfaction. It was written by himfelf, he fays, 
is very fhort, and involves in it little of argument, or detail. On 
the point of fact I with to fet the noble and learned Lord right: It 
is clearly in proof that this part of the defence of Mr. Haftings was 
not written by himfelf, but by a gentleman of the name of Baber ; 
and your Lordfhips, by referring to the evidence of Mr. Scott, 
which is very full and diftin@, will obferve, that the general intro- 
duction, the charges called the Rohilla war, and the King’s tribute, 
were all that Mr. Haftings wrote himfelf. I mention this in order 
to account for the very loofe, general, and inaccurate manner in 
which the tranfaction is related. Undoubtedly, my Lords, if we 
had had no other evidence, I fhould not think any noble Lord des _ 
termined improperly, if he concluded from the ambiguity of the ex- 
preffion, that in faét Mr. Haftings took the money from Nobkiffen 
without giving him any fecurity of any kind for it: But Mr. Lar- 
kins, whom the Managers themfelves examined at a very confi- 
derable length to this point, clearly and diftin@ly told your Lord- 
fhips, that he knew there were two bonds at Jeaft, executed ; that it 
was by no means certain that he himfelf was not a fubfcribing witnefs 
to thofe bonds ; that he gave them after Mr. Haftings had executed 
them to a fircar of Cantoo Baboo’s, to carry them to Nobkiffen ; 
that thefe three lacks of rupees were entered in the private books of 
Mr. Haftings as a loan, for which bonds were granted, and that 
they remained in that ftate in his books until the month of February, 
1784, when he made an entry in the books to correfpond exactly 
with the Jetter which Mr. Haftings wrote in that month to the 
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Court of Directors. From that time it became a prefent made to 
Mr. Haftings, and accepted by him for the Company. He became 
accountable, confequently, tothem for this prefent. 

. There is no evidence from which your Lordfhips can conclude 
that Mr. Haftings determined to take the money, until the moment 
he transferred it to the Company. That Nobkiffen was in poffef- 
fion of the bonds appears clear to me from Mr. Larkins’s evidence. 
When they were returned to Mr. Haftings by Nobkiffen does not 
appear, though Mr. Larkins fays it was long after they were {ent 
to him. There certainly is no ground to conclude that this loan 
was fraudulently folicited as the charge ftates, nor do I well com- 
prehend the meaning of the word here. Mr. Haftings borrowed 
money, and gave a legal fecurity for it. The party from whom 
the money was borrowed retained poffeffion of that fecurity until he 
voluntarily furrendered it. Mr. Larkins believes that Mr. Haftings 
borrowed this money to pay off other bonds, becaufe, fays the wit- 
nefs, Mr. Haftings was perpetually embarrafling himfelf by doing 
acts of kindnefs to others. 

The latter part of the charge is very material for your Lordfhips?” 
confideration. Mr. Haftings, in effect, is accufed of converting 
this money to his own ufe, under a falfe pretence. It is faid, that 
he had no authority to contraét the expences which he oppofed to 
thefe three lacks, before he made the charge upon the Company ; 
that he has had no authority fince, and that he has not produced 
fufficient vouchers to juftify him in making fuch a charge upon the 
Company. 

The cafe will ftand perfectly clear when fairly ftated from the 


evidence. Myr. Haftings admits, in February, 1784, that he has 
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in his hands three lacks of rupees, the property of the Company. 
He fubmits to the juftice of the Company certain demands which 
he has upon them, to the amount of thofe three lacks of rupees. 
My Lords, it depended upon the Company to allow them or not, 
as they pleafed. The nature of the demands is explained moft 
clearly. ‘The accounts are minutely particular ; and Mr. Hattings, 
fo far from affecting difguife, very fairly and candidly tells the Com- 
pany, that when thefe expences were incurred, he had no idea of 
charging them tothe Company. His words are fo clear, and con- 
vey his fentiments fo fully, that 1 will beg leave to read the remain- 
der of the fentence from the letter itfelf : 

‘¢ Improvident for myfelf, zealous for the honour of my country, 


“¢ and the credit and intereft of my employers, I feldom permitted 


w 


any prof{pects of futurity to enter into the views of my private 
concerns. In the undifturbed exercife of the faculties which 
appertained to the active feafon of my life, I confined all my re- 
gards to my public character, and reckoned on a fund of years to 
come, for its duration. The infirmities of life have fince fuc- 


ceeded, and I have lately received more than one fevere warning 
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to retire from a fcene, to which my bodily ftrength is no longer 
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equal, and which threatens me with a correfponding decay, in 
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whatever powcrs of mind I once poffeffed, to difcharge the labo- 
rious duties and hard viciffitudes of my ftation. With this change 
in my condition I am compelled to depart from that liberal plan 
which I originally adopted, and to claim from your juftice, for 
you have forbid me toappeal to your generofity, the difcharge of 
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‘* adebt, which I can, with the moft fcrupulous integrity, aver to 


** be juftly my due.” 
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Your Lordfhips will determine, whether in point of fact Mr. 

_ Haftings went one ftep beyond what he himfelf ftates: ‘* I humbly 
** fubmit (he fays in the fame letter) the propriety of carrying thefe 
** expences to your account.” He clearly left it to the Company to 
allow them or not: fuppofe, for a moment, they had faid, ‘* You 
‘** ought to have made thefe demands month by month, We will 
“* not admit a contingent bill of fo many years ftanding.”’ In that 
event Mr. Haftipgs muft have repaid to the Company thofe three 
lacks of rupees, their property, which he himfelf admitted to belong 
to them, and which merely remained in his poffeffion until he re- 
ceived an anfwer to his letter: but the charge adds, that he has had 
no authority fince 1784, to appropriate this moncy to his own ufe. 
My Lords, what is the period of time within which a demand, not 
objected to, fhall be taken as fairly admitted? The letter, and the 
account in queftion, arrived in England in September, 1784. What 
were the Directors about? What were the King’s India minifters 
doing? A pointed reference, an appeal to their juftice, was made 
by Mr. Haftings. It was their duty to have difallowed thefe 
charges immediately, if they were improperly made.—It was their 
duty to call for vouchers or farther information, if farther informa- 
tion was neceflary. By doing neither the one nor the other, they ad- 
mitted the demands to be perfectly fair and reafonable, and, in ef- 
fect, they audited the accounts, and approved the reccipt of the pre- 
fent. The caunfel of Mr. Haftings have proved that his fucceffors 
have made fimilar charges, and upon rather a larger {cale of ex- 
pence; they have made them, I admit, my Lords, wifely and 
properly, month by month, and have received the amount as re- 


gularly as their falaries. Had Mr. Haftings a@ed with equal pru- 
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dence and propriety, he not only would have been paid the full 
‘amount of the charge that he drew out in 1784, but he would have 
had a confiderable benefit from the intereft accruing upon the feveral 
fums, in the courfe of fo many years. Wedo not fit here to try Mr. 
Hattings for imprudence, but on the charge of corruption in the ex- 
ecution of a great office. 
I have now gone through this very important article of the charge. 
I have ftated the effect of the evidence as it ftrikes my mind, and 
at a length, which I am afraid has too much trefpaffed upon your 
Lordfhips’ indulgence. On the laft cafe, that of Nobkiffen, your 
Lordfhips have had more information from Mr- Larkins than you 
poffeffed before. He fatisfactorily cnough, I think, accounted for 
the embarraffments of Mr. Haftings. It might, indeed, very na- 
turally excite furprife, that a man, after poffefling the government 
of Bengal for fo many years, and who was not perfonally expenfive, 
fhould want, at any time, to borrow money. My Lords, I think 
it reflects difcredit on Mr. Haftings; I think it is the weak part of 
his character, and that he ought to have left Bengal fairly and ho- 
nourably, pofleffed of four hundred thoufand pounds, from the 
known, allowed emoluments of his office, and the accumulating in- 
tereft upon his fortune. Mr. Larkins has told you, my Lords, that 
he never could get Mr. Haftings to attend to his private affairs, and 
he has told you, alfo, that he was perpetually embarrafling himfelf 
by doing aéts of kindnefs to individuals. The Commons, it is true, 
have charged, that the feveral criminal acts alledged in the articles, 
were done with a view of acquiring for himfelf exorbitant wealth ; 
but when his counfel called the gentleman who managed: his money 
affairs in England, on a joint truft with Sir Francis Sykes and Mr. 
Waller, 
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Waller, and when that gentleman diftin@ly ftated the amount of 
his fortune at different periods, and when he farther ftated that he 
neither knew nor did he believe that Mr. Haftings remitted any mo- | 
ney to England, or to Europe, except to thefe three gentlemen,, 
the Managers did not think proper to afk him a fingle queftion. 
Mr. Larkins, as your Lordfhips know, managed his money con- 
cerns in India. He alfo was examined at confiderable length on all. 
other points by the Managers, except as to the amount of the private 
fortune of Mr. Haftings. Your Lordfhips, therefore, can have no 
reafon from the evidence to doubt the truth of Mr. Haftings’s re- 
prefentation, that on confidering the ftate of his fortune in February, 
1784, he determined to fubmit to the Company the demand which 
he conceived to be juftly due to him, and at the fame time he de- 
termined to accept as a prefent, what to that moment he had confi- 
dered as a loan. How far Mr. Haftings acted ftridtly right in trans- 
ferring to the Company a prefent, which, from gratitude, and per- 
{onal attachment, was made to himfelf, is not a matter in charge, 
and, therefore, I fhall not dwell at all upon. it. The noble and 
learned Lord is certainly miftaken in calling Nobkiffen a money- 
lender, fuppofing him to apply the expreffion in the fenfe generally 
attached to it. I have underftood that Nobkiffen was the Perfian 
preceptor of Mr. Haftings, fo far back as the year 1750, when they 
were both very young men ; and that he was indebted for his eleva- 
tion, his prefent high rank and great fortune, folely to his early 
connection with Mr. Haftings, which introduced him to the notice 
of Lord Clive, during whofe adminiftration he only ftood inferior 
in point of emoluments, or in political confequence, to Mahomed 
Reza Cawn. It does not therefore appear extraordinary that Nob- 
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kiffen fhould have defired his patron rather to accept than to borrow 
~ three lacks of rupces from him. 

There are two points of view, my Lords, in which the Managerg 
have confidered the fecond part of the charge of prefents. I have 
alrcady ftated to your Lordfhips why, in my opinion, it is impoffi- 
ble to confider them as bribes, that from Patna excepted ; in fact, 
not being fo charged, we cannot fo determine upon them. 

The Managers, and particularly the Manager (Mr. Fox) who 
fummed up the evidence in reply, contended, that from the contra- 
diétory accounts which Mr. Haftings had given of thefe prefents, it 
was clear that he intended for a time to keep them to his own ufe, 
I draw the contrary conclufion from the evidence undoubtedly. It 
is abfolutely impoffible, in my opinion, that a guilty man could 
have difplayed the eagernefs to difcover his own guilt that Mr. Haft- 
ings has done. The contradictions prove exceflive careleffnefs in- 
deed, but acquit him of every fufpicion of corruption, in my 
mind. If any noble Lord conceives from the evidence and the fair 
inference arifing from it, that Mr. Haftings at the time he took 
thefe prefents did not dona fide apply them to the Company’s fervice, 
then moft unqueftionably he took them corruptly, and no fubfe- 
quent appropriation of them to the public fervice can wipe away 
his guilt. 

In this, the moft important part of the whole impeachment; 
your Lordfhips’ judgments muft ultimately depend upon the opinion 
which you may form of the character of Mr. Haftings ; there is 
no evidence to guide you—The faét of the receipts of the prefents — 
between the years 1780 and 1783 is acknowledged by Mr. Haftings, 
he was the firft perfon who gave the information of thofe receipts—~ 
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he has been defcribed to your Lordfhips as a man whofe firft objec 
was, the acquifition of enormous wealth; your Lordfhips have had 
the principal meafures of his adminiftration in review before you. 
The refult of thofe meafures unqueftionably has been the preferva- 
tion of the Britifh empire in India, when a moft powerful combi- 
nation was formed for its deftruction—The extenfion of that em- 
pire, and an increafe of its refources of more than two millions 
fterling a year. Inthe firft divifion of the prefents, Mr. Haftings 
is accufed of having received very large fums as bribes for appoint- 
ments to offices, and of concealing the receipts of thofe fums. 
From this divifion of the charge, as far as your Lordfhips have 
hitherto gone, he has been unanimoufly cleared. 

The branch of the charge now before us differs moft effentially 
from the former.—The aggregate amount of the prefents received 
by Mr. Haftings between 1780 and 1783, exceeds two hundred 
thoufand pounds; that the whole of this fum was appropriated to 
the Company’s fervice is fully proved. The queftion for your 
Lordfhips to decide is guo animo the fums were received; if with 
an intention on the part of Mr. Haftings to apply them to his own 
ufe, then the Managers have made good the charge. As the re- 
ceipts were from different perfons, and attended with different cir- 
cumftances, it became neceflary to confider them feparately. Your. 
Lordfhips, as far as you have gone, have determined, that the pre- 
fent from Cheyt Sing was bona fide received for the ufe of the 
Company, to whofe fervice it was applied. ) 

The prefents from Patna, Nundoolol, the Nabob Vizier, and. 
Nobkiffen, were all entered under the regular head of Durbar 
charges, which your Lordfhips know is the hcad in the public 
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accounts, under which all receipts of prefents for the Company 
ought to be entered. 

The prefents from Dinagepore and Nuddeah, for which bonds 
were taken in the name of Mr. Haftings, are not in charge, but 
as fo much was faid upon them, I took the liberty to explain the 
circumftances as they {truck me, and in my opinion, the evidence 
of Mr. Larkins completely exculpates Mr. Haftings from the 
fufpicion of having ever intended to appropriate either the principal 
or the intereft of thofe bonds to his own ufe. The bonds never 
were entered in his private books as a part of his fortune, and his 
attorney, Mr. Larkins, never received any intereft upon thofe bonds. 

No evidence has been produced to your Lord{fhips to invalidate 
two very material declarations made by Mr. Haftings, which the 
Managers read in evidence.—The firft, that the fources from which 
thefe reliefs to the public fervice were procured, never could have 
yielded them publicly. The fecond, that the exigencies of the 
Company’s affairs rendered it neceflary to obtain thofe fums. There 
is alfo a third very material affertion made by Mr. Haftings, which 
the Managers have not endeavoured to difprove—‘* If I had had a 
‘* wrong motive,” fays Mr. Haftings, ‘‘ I could have concealed 
‘* thofe receipts from your’s and the public eye for ever.”” Of the 
very critical fituation of India during the period in which thefe pre- 
{ents were received, your Lordfhips have had the fulleft evidence. I 
repeat, therefore, that your Lordfhips’ decifion muft depend upon 
this fingle confideration—Whether from al] the circumftances which 
have been adduced in evidence, your Lordfhips believe, that Mr. 
Haftings, at the moment he received each prefent, did or did not 
bona fide receive it for the ufe of the Company. The very critical 
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fituation of public affairs between the years 1780 and 1783, 
the great anxiety which Mr. Haftings appears to have expreffed in 
that period to preferve and to extend the empire committed to his 
care, the neceflity which compelled him to raife every rupee in his 
power for the public fervice, his total and blameable inattention to 
his own affairs, which have peculiarly marked his character 
throughout the whole of his public life—all thefe circumftances 
amount to a conviction, in my mind, that Mr. Haftings entertained 
not the moft diftant idea of appropriating any of thofe fums to his 
own ufe. 

- The next point that the Managers ftated, and which feems to 
meet the opinion of the noble Earl (Mansfield) is, that thefe pre- 
fents, though received with the pureft intention, and though applied, 
as Mr. Haftings fays they were, immediately to the public fervice, 
were received in breach of a pofitive law, and» confequently Mr. 
Haftings muft be convicted of a breach of that law. 

My Lords, I am not reduced to the neceflity of troubling you 
Jong upon this part of the cafe. I fhall only fay, that it is clearly 
in evidence that the King’s minifters, the Court of Directors, and 
every perfon in India, put a different conftruction upon the law ; 
that Mr. Haftings received prefents for the Company, from the day 
the act took place, which were publicly carried to account—but 
whether they were right or wrong, a doubt does not remain as to 
the repeal of the law alluded to by the Manager. Prior to the 
1ft of January, 1787, if Mr. Haftings had been profecuted. or 
impeached for the mere receipt of prefents under the act of 1773, 
it would have been an argument, whether the act of 1773 meant 


to exclude a Governor General from receiving prefents, and appro- 
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priating them to the public fervice. But the claufe on which the 
Manager relied, being repealed prior to the impeachment, cer. 
tainly the mere breach of the law is no longer a queftion: and if 
your Lordfhips are of opinion that Mr. Haftings received thefe 
feveral prefents, intending at the time he did receive them to apply 
the whole to the public fervice, he muft be acquitted. I am juftified 
in my opinion, upon this point, by very great authorities, and I 
have no hefitation in affirming, that the claufe of the act of the 13th, 
which rendered the receipt of prefents an indictable offence, is 
wholly repealed by the act of the 24th of his prefent Majefty. I 
fhall therefore only detain your Lordfhips while I move, ‘‘ that 
‘* the Commons have made good the firft article, in fo far as 
‘© relates to a prefent, or obligation, received from Kelleram for 
‘¢ four lacks of rupees.” 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that having, when their 
Lordfhips laft fat in the Committee, taken up a confiderable portion 
of their time in going through the various charges, which the noble 
and learned Lord had fo circumftantially detailed, he did not rife 
to go over them again, but to fhew their Lordfhips that according 
to the ftatements to be collected from the evidence, and from the 
defence of Mr. Haftings, it did not appear that the whole of the 
money received from Kelleram and Cullian Sing, from Nundoolol 
and from Dinagepore, had been accounted for by the defendant. 
His Lordfhip then recapitulated the parts of the evidence, to which 
he had referred in his former fpeech on the fubje@, and contended 
that nothing the noble and learned Lord had either alledged as given 
in proof in Weftminfter Hall, or argued upon as matter of infc- 
rence, amounted to any thing demonftrative, that the aggregate re~ 
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ceipt had been entirely appropriated to the Company’s fervice. He 
reminded their Lordfhips, that he had on the former day fhewn 
that there were two different ways of making up an account of the 
appropriation of the whole of the money taken in the inftances he 
had mentioned: according to one of them, only five lacks and a half 
out of nine could be ftated to be brought to account, and applied 
to the Company's fervice; according to the other, fix lacks might | 
be fuppofed to be accounted for. 

Lord THURLOW defired the learned Lord to recolleét, that 
Mr. Haftings was not accufed of retaining any part of thefe 
prefents ; he had accounted for all that he received. It appeared 
from the account inclofed in Mr. Larkins’s letter, that there were 
balances unpaid on the Dinagepore, and the Patna cabooleat, but 
the Commons had not charged Mr. Haftings even with not taking 
every ftep in his power to recover thofe balances for the Company ; 
ftill lefs had they accufed him of appropriating any part of them 
to his own ufe, confequently the only queftion for their Lordfhips’ 
‘confideration was, whether at the period in which the feveral fums 
were received, which Mr. Haftings himfelf admitted that he had 
received, he bona fide received them for the Company’s ufe, and not 
with an intention to put them into his own pocket. 

Upon the queftion being put, the chairman declared the Noz- 
Contents had it. 

Lord Thurlow then moved a fecond queftion, refpecting the 
money received from Nundoolol, when the chairman declared the 
Not-Contents had it. 

Lord Thurlow moved a third queftion on the fubjeét of the pre- 
fent from the Nabob and his minifters, 
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The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that he would make no 
obfervation on this charge, having already troubled their Lordfhips 
too long upon it; but he rofe to reply to what had fallen from the 
noble and learned Lord relative to the account of Durbar charges ; 
and he {till contended, that from thofe acounts. it clearly appeared, 
that from the prefents received by Mr. Haftings thers was a balance 
of nearly a lack and a half of rupees in his hands, unaccounted 
for—that this Durbar account was not fent home until October 
1783; thegcefore it was clear Mr. Haftings, to that time, had the 
money in his hands, and for aught that appeared, he had it at 
this moment. 

Mr. Cowper (the clerk affiftant) whifpered acrofs the table, that 
the Managers had not produced the Durbar accounts, in order to 
fhew that any balance remained in Mr. Haftings’s hands, but to 
prove that on the 2oth of January, 1782, Mr. Haftings had received 
nearly the whole of the Nabob’s prefent. The Lord Chanceller 
faid, he was obliged to Mr. Cowper for his information, that he 
was well aware of the purpofe for which the Managers intro- 
duced it; but being evidence, it was open to him to ftate to the 
Court the fenfe in which it ftruck him, and the effect it had upon, 
his mind, | 

Lord THURLOW. My Lords, Iam forry again to intrude 
upon your Lordfhips; but this is a matter which has been fo very 
much mifconceived by the noble and learned Lord, that I am anxious. 
to explain it, which I truft I fhall be able to do completely to his 
fatisfaction, fince, from the high fituation which he now fills, 
and which I had formerly. the honour to hold, we have been con- 
tinually in the habit of confidering the nature of accounts. In the- 
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prefent cafe, I do not admit that evidence, produced for one pur- 
pofe, can be confidered in another point of view. If the Com- 
mons had believed that Mr. Haftings had not‘fairly accounted to 
the Company for all the prefents that he received, they undoubtedly 
would have made the omiffion a matter of chirge, and it would 
have been a very ferious accufation, to which Mr. Haftings muft 
have replied by repeating what he has faid, that all the fums which 
he received, he paid into the treafury. But it does not appear that 
either the Managers or the Commons conceived, there was ground 
even to fufpect that Mr. Haftings had not bona fide accounted for all 
the prefents to the Company. Is it to be believed that the Court 
of Directors or the Board of Controul would have afked no expla- 
nation of Mr. Haftings, if it appeared on the face of a public ac- 
count that he hada lack anda half of rupees belonging to them 
in his poffeffion ? Your Lordfhips will fee that thefe accounts only 
go“to a given period, from the ift of May, 1781, to the 30th of 
April, 1782, and in that given period it appears that Mr. Haftings 
received about one hundred and fifty thoufand pounds of the public 
money, and expended in the public fervice about one hundred and 
thirty-five thoufand pounds ; confequently, in the accounts of the 
next year, he muft either have expended fifteen thoufand pounds in 
the public fervice, or he muft have paid that fum into the treafury. 
From the inftant he charged himfelf with the receipt of one hundred 
and fifty thoufand pounds, the Council in Bengal, and the Com- 
pany at home, would take care that he paid that money into the 
treafury, or accounted for the expenditure of it in the public fervice. 
Had a doubt been even hinted on this fubject, while the parties 
were at your Lordfhips’ bar, the production of Mr. Haftings’s Dur- 
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bar accounts for the next year would have removed them inftantly ; 
for in May, 1782, he charges himfelf with the balance of fifteen 
thoufand pounds, and fatisfactorily accounts for it in the fucceeding 
months. But the noble and learned Lord fays, that this account 
is not fent home until October, 1783, and confequently, Mr. 
Haftings retained the balance to that time. 1 am fure the noble and 
learned Lord will immediately difcover his erior. The book pro- 
duced by Mr. Wright was the Bengal Genera] Journal for the year 
1781-2. Though it is the cuftom to fend home, as appears by 
Mr. Larkins’s letters, running treafury accounts every year, if not 
by every fhip, yet the general books are always confiderably in 
arrear ; and this General Journal, which is a book of great fize, 
containing many hundred pages, of which the Durbar accounts oc- 
cupy only from the 28oth to the 303d page, was not fent to Eng- 
Jand until October, 1783, and on that day its contents were authen- 
ticated by the fignatures of the Governor General and Couffcil. 
But the learned Lord will fee in a moment that it is not an account 
down to October, 1783; it begins on the 1ft of May, 1781, and 
ends the 30th of April, 1782. The date to which the learned Lord 
alludes is October, 1783. The time that the Governor General 
and Council authenticated an account of public difburfements which 
were made between the 1ft of May, 1781, and the 3oth of April, 
1782. It is abfolutcly impoffible that the noble and learned Lord 
can miftake a matter fo very clear in itfelf, equally impoflible is it 
_;for him to fuppofe, that becaufe Mr. Haftings was indebted fifteen 
| thoufand pounds to the Company on the 1ft of May, 1782, the 
Council in Bengal, or the Directors at home, would not have called 
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year’s accounts, that is, from the 3oth of April, 1782, to the 1f 
of May, 1783, that the balance was expended in the public fervice, 
or paid into the treafury. I ftate this to make the point clear to the 
learned Lord. It has nothing to do with the cafe before us: the 
account to which the learned Lord alludes, is not even in evidence 
before us, andif it were, it would apply tono matter in charge. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR rofe again, and ftill feemed to 
think that his former argument had not been fully anfwered, and 
that there yet remained a lack and a half of the Vizier’s prefent, 
unaccounted for by the defendant. 

The Archbifhop of YORK rofe the moment the Lord Chan- 
cellor had fat down; he faid, that in his time he had been a great 
reader of ancient hiftory, and the prefent converfation reminded him 
of the cafe of Cato the cenfor, one of the honefteft,.and the beft 
men, that the Roman republic had ever produced. Yet that great 

«man, after having filled the firft offices in the ftate with the higheft 
reputation, was impeached. He was impeached forty times, and 
he was attacked by a factious demagogue of his day, rclative to the 
ttem of an account. When laft impeached, he was cighty years of 
age, and he reminded his profecutors, that a generation of men that 
had not witneffed his fervices, were profecuting him for trifles. 
What was the cafe with Mr. Haftings? No confideration for his 
high character, no confideration for his fplendid and important fer- 
vices—for the efteem, Jove, and veneration, in which he was held 
by the millions that he governed for fo many years. No, my Lords, 
he is treated not as if he were a gentleman whofe caufe is before 
you, but as if you were trying a horfe-ftealer. 
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The LORD CHANCELLOR immediately rofe, and faid there 
was no noble Lord prefent who felt greater refpect for the talents and 
virtues of the learned Prelate than: he did, or who was more dif- 
pofed to confider with attention any thing that fell from fo refpecta- 
ble a quarter. But he trufted the learned Prelate would confider 
the fituation in which he as well as their Lordthips ftood at that 
moment. Thofe who confidered the fervices of the gentleman 
whofe cafe was before them, to be as fplendid and important as the 
learned Prelate conceived them to be, would have aéted wifely in 
not preferring the prefent impeachment, undoubtedly, provided they 
could have prevented its being preferred at all. But in the prefent 
ftage of the proceeding their Lordfhips were precluded from faying 
one word of the fervices of Mr. Haftings, and ftill more were they 
precluded from taking them into confideration. They were trying 
the cafe alledged, and not the perfon of Mr. Haftings. He was im- 
peached on certain f{pecific charges, and their Lordfhips were now« 
to determine between the profecutors and the defendant, as judges, 
taking into their confideration the whole of the evidence. It had 
been determined, and very wifely in his opinion, to take the 
charges point by point. While he was delivering his fentiments on 
any one of thofe points, he naturally confined his remarks to the 
fubject before him, and in fo difcharging his confcience, he could 
not fuffer his refpect for any noble Lord, however high that refpec& 
might be, to draw him afide from the ftriét line of his duty; but at 
the fame time he could affure the learned Prelate, that he meant no 
more than to give his fentiments on each point to their Lordfhips, 
merely to juftify himfelf in their sae for the vote which he 
fhould ultimately give. 

The 
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The queftion was called for, and the Non-Contents had it. 

The chairman (Lord Walfingham) then read the next queftion. 

The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he could not fatisfy his 
confcience by giving a filent vote on the refidue of the fixth article, 
all the charges in which did not ftand precifely on the fame grounds. 
With regard to the cuftom of taking prefents, it had been a 
cuftom in the Eaft, prevalent in all times ; from the moft ancient 
down to the times of the prefent day. He learnt from that 
facred book, which it more immediately became him, from the 
duties of his profeffion, to ftudy moft frequently, that it was the 
cuftom of the Eaft to bring prefents to the ruling prince, and that 
the cuftom obtained to fuch a degree, that to negle@t to bring them 
was confidered fufficient to bear out the conftruction of acting difobe- 
diently and contumacioufly ; and to bring them freely and in abun- 
dance was held a proof of the great efteem with which the fovercign 
{tood with his fubjects. 

The Bifhop cited the two following paffages from fcripture in 
iluftration of his argument : 

1ft Book of Samuel, xth chapter, 27th verfe: ‘‘ But the children 
‘* of Belial faid, How fhall this man fave us? and they defpifed 
‘* him, and brought him no prefents, but he held his peace.””—(The 
Bifhop faid, the children of Belial, he prefumed, were the Jacobins 
of thofe days.) | 

1ft Book of Kings, xth chapter, 24th and 2cth verfes: ‘* And 
*¢ all the earth fought to Solomon to hear his wifdom, which God 
‘¢ had put into his heart. 
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** And they brought every man his prefent, veffels of filver, and 
‘¢ veffels of gold, and pein and armour, and fpices, horfes, 
‘“ mules, a rate, year by year.” 

Having laid fome ftrefs on this proof of the cuftom of offering 
and receiving prefents in the Eaft in the moft ancient times, his 
Lordfhip faid, it was not all; that the practice ftill prevailed in the 
Eaft; and he faw not how Mr. Hlaftings could, without offence to 
thofe who offered prefents to him, refufe to accept thofe prefents ; 
ana therefore where he received them in moments of great and ure 
gent {tate exigency, and applied them to the Company’s fervice, he 
really faw not how he could reafonably be found guilty of a high 
crime and mifdemeanor. This he thought applied to the various 
prefents received from Kelleram, Nundoolol, and the Vizier; and 
therefore he had not the fmalleft difficulty to fay Not-content to 
thofe charges. ; 

Nobkiffen’s cafe certainly ftood on different grounds from the reft. 
The money was there clearly proved to have been borrowed in the 
firft inftance for the private purpofes and convenience of Mr. Haft- 
ings ; and it was in evidence, that he had executed bonds, and that 
they had been given to Canto Baboo to deliver to Nobkiffen, It cer- 
tainly does not appear in evidence when thefe bonds were re-delivered 
up and cancelled; but neither does it appear that they were not fo 
delivered up to Mr. Haftings ; and therefore the Committee was not 
entitled to prefume an inference not fupported by evidence. Mr. 
Larkins in his examination throws fome light on the fubject, and 
rather ferves to fhew that the bonds were regularly and duly executed, 
and afterwards re-delivered, when Mr. Haftings confented to accept 
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the three lacks as a prefent to the Company, rather than as a- 
loan to himfelf. ; 
There was one point of view, however, in which the tran- 
faction might be regarded, that had not, he believed, been fuggefted 
by any of their Lordfhips, and that certainly did not place it in 
the moft favourable light for Mr. Haftings. The Bifhop faid, he 
meant as a tranfaction between Nobkiffen and Mr. Haftings, as be- 
tween a man and his friend. It could fcarcely be imagined, that 
when Nobkiffen told Mr. Haftings, he had rather he would accept 
the money than execute the bond, he meant to make it a prefent to 
the Company ; what he meant was, in all human probability, to 
prefent itto Mr. Haftings for his own private purpofe and conveni- 
ence, froma fenfe of obligations that he was under to Mr. Haftings 
when he was a very young and obfcure man. For the Governor 
Gencral therefore to turn the money over to the Company as a pre- 
fent to them, was not ufing his friend well. The tranfaction how- 
ever was not charged in that view of it in the article, and therefore 
their Lordfhips could not travel out of the impeachment to find guilt 
in the defendant ; they were bound to judge only of the facts as they 
were criminally charged, /ecundum allegata et probata. For which, 
and the other reafons he had ftated, his Lordfhip declared he fhould 
fay Not conten to the queftion. 
On the queftion being put, the Not-Contents had it. 
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Turespay, March 31. 

The Hout being refolved into a Committee at half paft three, 
and Lord Walfingham in the chair, 

Lord THURLOW rofe to ftate to their Lordfhips the effet of 
the evidence, as it ftruck him, which the Commons had given on 
the article entitled Contracts and Allowances. Your Lordfhips 
will obferve (faid Lord Thurlow) that thefe charges clofe the im- 
peachment, no evidence having been offered on the remaining ar- 
ticles. I hope therefore that I fhall not be under the neceflity of 
going into any great length upon the prefent occafion. Your Lord- 
fhips will recolleé&, that in the preamble to the impeachment, Mr. 
Haftings is defcribed as ‘* having entertained bafe and corrupt views 
of procuring for himfelf and his dependents exorbitant wealth, and 
arbitrary defigns of raifing himfelf by means of the undue influence 
fo acquired, to exceflive power, as well to gratify his inordinate 
ambition as to fecure himfelf from punifhment for the many un- 
juftifiable acts by him done and committed.” 

Your Lordfhips at one time have heard the gentlemen who held 
the contracts and agencies reprefented as the dependents of Mr. 
Haftings, and at another as perfons poffefling fuch powerful con- 
nexions in England, that: in providing for them, he looked to his 
own future fecurity. 

The defendant is accufed in the article now before. your Lord- 
fhips of a wanton wafte of the public money in five inftances only, 
during a government of thirteen years. 

The firft, is the opium contrat, een to Mr. Sulivan in 
1781. 

The fecond, the bullock contra@, granted to Mr. Croftes in 1779. 
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The third, the extra allowances to Sir Eyre Coote. 

The fourth, Mr. Auriol’s agency for fupplying Fort St. George 
with provifions. 

And the fifth and the laft, Mr. Belli’s agency, for laying in extra 
provifions, for the ufe of the garrifon of Fort William in the event 
of a ficge. | 

The firft charge recites, that having granted the opium contract 
to Mr. John Mackenzie, without advertifing for propofals, Mr. 
Haftings did, in the year 1781, grant the fame contra@t to Mr. Su- 
livan, on terms glaringly extravagant, and wantonly profufe, for 
the purpofe of raifing an inftant fortune for Mr. Sulivan, the fon of 
Lawrence Sulivan, Efq. who was then, or about that time, chair- 
man of the Eaft-India Company: that Sulivan never did execute 
the contract; but fold it to Mr. Benn, for thirty-five thoufand 
pounds, who fold it to Mr. Young for fourteen thoufand nine hun- 
dred pounds a year. 

This is the firft, and indeed the only material article in this 
charge. 

It appears by the evidence, that from a very carly period, the 
article of opium was a monopoly in the hands of individuals ; and 
from the year 1761 to 1773, the Chief and Council of Patna held it 
for their private emolument. 

Mr. Haftings, who was at Patna in the month of October, 1773, 
after his conference with Sujah Dowlah, at Benares, turned his at- 
tention to this fubject, and was the firft perfon who entertained the 
idea of converting this monopoly to the public fervice. In confe- 
quence of his letter to the Board in Calcutta, it was determined, 
in December, 1773, to grant the exclufive monopoly to a man of 
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the name of Mheer Muneer, the agent of the Patna Council, who 
was to furnifh all the optum that the Bahar province produced, at 
three hundred and twenty ficca rupees the cheft, and to deliver it at 
Calcutta free of all charges. Suppofing the average price of opium 
at the Company’s fales to be five hundred and fifty rupees the cheft,. 
this gave the Company a very large profit, and it did not imme- 
diately deprive the Council at Patna of an emolument of office which 
had cxifted for fo many years, and of which they were not difpof- 
feffed by any order from the Court of Directors. 

In the fpring of 1775, the Supreme Council deliberated upon 
the mode of managing the opium monopoly in future. This was 
but a few months. after the arrival of General Clavering, Colonel 
Monfon, and Mr. Francis, who felt thofe honeft prejudices very 
ftrongly, which the word monopoly fo naturally and juftly excites-in 
the breafts of Englifhmen. But after the fulleft confideration, they 
conceived with Mr. Haftings, that, for fome time at leaft, opium 
muft be a monopoly, and confequently it was right that the public 
fhould enjoy the benefit of it. They wrote to the Chief and Couns 
cil of Patna, requiring their fentiments as to the beft mode of col- 
lecting the opium revenue in future. Your Lordthips will find the 
an{wer in page 2220 of the evidence, and it is exceedingly important, 
The Patna Board affign unanfwerable reafons why the: monopoly 
ought to be continued. They ftate the price paid for opium lands 
to the farmer, the price of opium per maund in its firft ftate, the 
expence of manufacturing it; and they fay, that by the time it is 
manufactured into cakes, it cofts the contractor from ninety to one 
hundred and ten rupees a maund, that is, from one hundred and 
eighty to two hundred and twenty rupeesa cheft. They fay, there- 
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fore, that if it were contracted for by the Company at two hundred 
and thirty or two hundred and fortv rupees a cheft, it would yicld 
an immenfe profit to the Company, and they think, with the laws 
fully enforced againft fmugglers of opium, three thoufand three hun- 
dred chefts might annually be procured. 

They tell the Governor General and Council that thefe obferva- 
tions are the refult of the ftricteft inquiries, and that they have no, 
view to their own private advantage in advifing them to contract for 
the purchafe of opium at two hundred and thirty or two hundred and 
forty rupees the chetft. 

After the receipt of this letter, Mr. Haftings propofed that the 
whole produce of opium fhould be manufactured for the Company’s 
ufe ;. that ftrict meafurcs fhould be ufed to prevent {muggling ; that 
the Chief and Council of Patna, or an individual; if the Board 
preferred the latter, fhould provide all the opium by agency, and 
be allowed a:certain commiffion, on the fum ultimately netted by 
the Company, from the fale of the opium in Calcutta. My Lords, 
this propofition is well worthy your attention. Your Lordfhips 
will find it in page 2221 ; you will fee the reafons affigned by Mr. 
Haftings for preferring an agency to a contract; and by carrying | 
his principle to another branch of revenue, I.mean the falt, in the 
year 1780; he created a revenue where none exifted before, and. 
which amounts. now to above nine hundred thoufand pounds a 
year... | | 

The majority determined, however, that the opium fhould not. 
be provided by agency but by. contract, and an advertifement .was . 
accordingly iffued, inviting all perfons to offer:propofals. There 


were. thirteen different offers, and the loweft were accepted—a_ 
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Mr. Griffith for the Bahar opium, and a Mr. Wilton for the opium, 
all of which is of an inferior quality, produced in Bengal. The 
reafoning of the different members of the Board clearly fhews, that 
they conceived they had really fixed the contract upon the faireft 
terms, leaving a very confidcrable profit to the Company, and a 
very moderate one only to the contractor. Mr. Francis, in defcrib- 
ing the peculiar nature of this contract, and the power which the 
contractor was neceffarily invefted with, fays, he thinks it unadvifc- 
able to engage on very low terms with any contractor. I beg your 

Lordthips will give this remark the confideration it deferves, for I 
"am convinced that every Member entertained the fame fentiments, 
and it never did occur to any one of them, that the general orders of 
the Company for making contracts annual, and granting them to 
the loweft bidder, could apply to this branch of public revenue. 

Before the expiration of the year, for which period the contracts 
were granted to Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wilton, the Governor Gene- 
ral and Council, on their application, continued the contract to them 
for another year. Here, my Lords, was the firft difobcdience of 
orders, and here the charge, onthe principles in which it is drawn, 
ought to have commenced—but the Managers and the Directors have 
paffed filently over this inflance of difobedience. 

In the fpring of the year, 1777, Mr. Mackenzie, a gentleman 
who was but juft arrived in Bengal, applied to the Governor Ge- 
neral and Council, and offered to take the opium contract for 
three years, on the terms that Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wilton had 
held it, with this difference, that he engaged to pay the Company 
ten thoufand ficca rupecs a year, as a condition for any advances of 
cafh that he might want, in order to fulfil his contra@t within the 
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year. The Board inftantly agreed to accept Mr. Mackenzic’s pro- 
pofals. It neither occurred to General Clavering, nor to any other 
member, that this contract ought to be expofed again to the compe- 
tition of the adventurers abounding in Bengal. If it were very un- 
advifeable, as Mr. Francis ftates, to contract on very low terms 
in 1775, it was equally fo in 1777; and the Board then conceived — 
that the fair price was fixed. . 

Though General Clavering propofed to infert a claufe in the 
contract of Mackenzie, that it fhould determine, provided the 
Court of Directors thought proper to abolifh the monopoly altoge- 
ther, he made no fort of objection to the terms of the contract, nor 
to the period of three ycars for which it was granted. Yet Genc- 
ral Clavering, of whofe merits as a foldier, and of whofe unfullied 
honour, as a gentleman, I have the higheft opinion, was at all times, 
as your Lordfhips well know, a ftrenuous advocate for a literal 
obedience of the Company’s orders, as to the mode of making con- 
tracts. 

Before Mr. Mackenzie’s contrat expired, a letter was received 
from the Court of Dire@tors, dated the 23d of December, 1778, to 
which I beg leave to refer your Lordfhips: It is in page 1305 of 
the evidence, and it really appears to me, that they took up the 
fubject, which it appears from their Ictter they did not underftand, 
more with a view of finding fault, whether with or without caufe, 
than from any other motive. ‘They tell the Governor General and 
Council, that after the experience of two years in providing opium | 
by contract, they fhould have afcertained whether the price hitherto 


paid was reafonable, by advertifing for other propofals, or have 
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made previous inquiry ; but, as it appears to them they did neither, 
they muft difapprove of their conduct on that occafion. 

It is abfolutely impoflible, my Lords, that the Directors could 
have written fuch a paragraph if they had read, or having read, if 
they had confidered, the fteps taken by the government of Bengal 
on this fubject. It never occurred to the Directors to make the 
opium monopoly a branch of the public revenue. They were folely 
indcbted for it to the care and attention of Mr. Haftings. The 
mode propofed by Mr. Haftings in 1775, would have enabled the 
Board to know exactly the valueof opium. He propofed to conduct 
the bufinefs by agency, and that agency to be placed in the hands 
ofa man of honour. The Company, ‘f his idea had been adopted, 
would have known the full value of the cpium monopoly, as well 
as under a fimilar fyftem adopted by Mr. Haitings, they now know 
the value of the falt monopoly. The majority preferred the mode 
of conducting the bufinefs by contract, and Mr. Griffith got it as 
the loweft bidder—one hundred and eighty rupees the cheft, with 
fome {mall additions. Your Lordfhips will fee that this was con- 
fiderably below the price which the Patna Council fuppofed it would 
actually coft the contractor. The Board were at leaft juftified from 
their information in believing, that they had made as good a bargain 
for the Company as ought to have been made, confiftently with 
Mr. Francis’s principle, which feems to have been the principle of 
every member. The letter of the Directors on which the Managers 
‘laid fo much ftrefs, goes upon falfe grounds, upon an idea that no 
previous inquiries had been made, when, in truth, every pains had 
been taken to acquire an accurate knowledge of the fubject, prior 
to the grant of the firft contract to Mr. Griffith. Under all the cir- 
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cumftances, therefore, I think that the Governor General and 
Council were clearly right in granting the contrat to Mackenzie in 
1777, without advertifing for frefh propofals. But, my Lords, it 
is neceflary to remind you of one very material piece of evidence 
which the Managers omitted to bring forward. The letter from the 
Directors arrived in Bengal at the clofe of 1779, condemning Mac- 
kenzie’s contract. In April, 1780, Mr. Mackenzie applicd to the 
Board for a renewal of his contract for another year, and his requeft 
was inftantly granted. The members of the Board at that time were 
Mr. Haftings, Mr. Francis, and Mr. Wheler, the two laft gentle- 
men forming the majority. ‘The Commons, by fome {trange acci- 
dent, have paffed over this inftance of difobedience of orders ; if it 
had been noticed, Mr. Francis undoubtedly would have faid, that 
the Dircétors had condemned Mackenzie’s contract only under the 
idea that previous inquiries had not been made; whereas, in point 
of fact, the fubject had been fully inveftigated, and, confequently, 
the condemnation being founded on a mifapprehenfion of the Direc- 
tors, had not influenced him in 1780, when he confented to renew 
the contract to Mackenzie. I fay, my Lords, it was by a very un- 
fortunate accident that the Commons forgot altogether to notice this 
fecond contract of Mr. Mackenzie, becaufe it deprived Mr. Haft- 
ings of the able affiftance which Mr. Francis could have given in de- 
fence of the meafure. 

I now come to the only contract which zs charged to be criminal, 
and your Lordfhips will judge whether in any one point it differs 
from thofe contracts which are not charged to be fo. 

In the month of May, 1781, Mr. Haftings propofed that the 
opium contract fhould be granted to Mr. Sulivan for four years, on 

Ti the 
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the fame terms that Mr. Mackenzie had held it. The terms of 
the two contracts being the fame, the period for which they were 
held being the fame, 1] am utterly at a lofs to know on what grounds 
Mr. Haftings 1s charged with granting the latter contract on terms 
‘« glaringly extravagant and wantonly profufe.” Mr. Griffith and 
Mr. Wilton held the contract for two years, not as matter of favour 
the firft year, but becaufe they were the loweft of thirteen bidders. 
The fecond year they held it by an act of the Supreme Council 
it: the fame manner that Mr. Mackenzie and Mr. Sulivan afterwards 
held it. The charge, indecd, ftates that it was granted to Mr. Su- 
livan for the purpofe of creating an inftant fortune for him; but 
there is no proof that this was the cafe; on the contrary, it is fully 
eftablifhed both by the pofitive denial of Mr. Haftings, and by the 
evidence of Mr. Benn, that of the tranfaction which the Managers 
have proved, Mr. Haftings was utterly ignorant. It appears that 
Mr. Sulivan fold this contract to Mr. Benn for thirty-five thoufand 
pounds, and that Mr. Benn re-fold it to Mr. Young for fourteen 
thoufand nine hundred pounds a year, which gave Mr. Sulivan and 
Mr. Benn between them, a profit of fourteen thoufand nine hun- 
dred pounds a year, for four years. Unlefs the Managers could 
have proved that Mr. Haftings was privy to this bargain and falc, 
there is not a fhadow of difference between the contracts of Mac- 
kenzie and Sulivan. The fimple queftion, therefore, will be this : 
after the Directors had expreffed their difapprobation of the firft 
contract granted to Mr. Mackenzie, becaufe it had not been adver- 
tifed, nor, as it appeared to them, had any previous inquiries been 
made to afcertain the fair price, was it criminal in Mr. Haftings to 
grant the contract to Sulivan for four years? I think clearly not; 
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becaufe, after the receipt of the Directors’ Ictfer, the Supreme 
Council gave the contract to Mackenzie for a fourth year, and be- 
caufe, as ] have already ftated to your Lordfhips, the DireCtors were 
manifeftly in an error, when they fuppofed that no previous inquiries 
had been made to fix the fair value of the. contract. That the Go- 
vernor General and Council were deceived, is perfectly true; but 
the error was general. Your Lordfhips will recollect the letter of 
the Patna Board, whofe members pofitively affirm, that opium could 
not be made, but from one hundred and cighty to two hundred and 
twenty rupces a cheft, the average price being two hundred rupces. 
You have had a gentleman at your bar, Mr. Law, who was many 
years a member of the Patna Council; he has told you that when 
it was a monopoly for the advantage of the Patna Council, they gave 
two hundred rupees a cheft for it, which agrecs with the information 
of the Patna Council; fo that with all the advantage of local 
knowledge, and with all the influence attached to ftation and power, 
they gave more for their opium than the Company did under the 
contracts of Griffith, Mackenzie, and Sulivan. I have reafon to 
believe that the real fecret of the profit upon opium was this, that 
the contractor bought his opium from the ryots by one weight, and 


fold it to the Company by another. 
In truth, my Lords, there is no difference whatfoever between 


the contraéts of Mackenzie and Sulivan; both were granted, as I 
faid before, for the fame period of time and on the fame terms. 
The charge alledges, that Sulivan poffeffed neither knowledge nor 
local {kill in that particular manufacture—His knowledge muft at 
Jeaft have been equal to Mr. Mackenzic’s, who was but juft arrived 


in the country when he got the contraét: but it is faid alfo in the 
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charge, that Mr. Sulivan never did execute the contract. The | 
fame may be faid of Mr. Mackenzie—both of them were con- 
tractors, and both equally refponfible to the Company. Mr. Mac- 
kenzie managed the contract through a Mr. Campbell at Patna— 
Mr. Sulivan through Mr. Young. Suppofe it had been proved, 
which it is very likely was the cafe, that Mr. Campbell paid a 
fpecific fum of money annually to Mr. Mackenzie for this contract ; 
would that circumftance reflect difhonour on the memory of Sir 
John Clavering, who joined in that unanimous vote by which Mac- 
kenzie obtained the contract in 1777? or, would it bea reflection on 
Mr. Francis, who renewed the fame contract to him in 1780? 
Affuredly not, my Lords. In the cafe of Mr. Sulivan, the Ma- 
nagers have not advanced one ftep by proving that Sulivan fold the 
contract to Benn, and that Benn re-fold it to Young. Unlefs they 
had proved the privity of Mr. Haftings to thefe tranfactions, the 
other circumftances go for nothing. 

There are other allegations in the charge neceffary to notice to 
your Lordfhips; Mr. Haftings is accufed of deftroying certain checks 
fixed by the former contracts, and to have donc fo in order to make 
this contract more faleable: one is, that he omitted to infert in 
Sulivan’s contraét a material claufe in Mackenzie’s, that the con- 
tract fhould be void, if difapproved by the Directors. My Lords, 
if this were a true defcription of the claufe in Mackenzie’s contratt,. 
the allegation would indeed be well founded ; but the claufe in Mac- 
kenzie’s contract was of a very different defcription from. that ftated 
in the charge. The contrat was to be void, provided the Diretors 
ordered the monopoly to be abolifhed ; and in 1777 it was referred 
to them to determine whether the monopoly fhould be continued or 
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not, the Board giving it as their opinion that it muft continue. In 
their letter of the 23d of December, 1778, the Direétors acquiefce 
in the continuance of the monopoly ; confequently the claufe f{pe- 
cifying that the contract was to be void in the event of their abolith- 
ing the monopoly became nugatory. - 

The next inftance of favour to Sulivan is ftated to confift in the 
abolition of the office of infpector at Patna. My Lords, this was 
done in Mackenzic’s time, when it was found to be an ufclefs and 
troublefome office there—but it was eftablifhed in Calcutta, in. 
finitely more to the advantage of the Company, though with addi- 
tional refponfibility to the contractor. This was a fenfible change ; 
and the mode adopted in 1780 for infpecting the opium, is continued 
to this day. 

Another allegation in the article is, that for the purpofe of ad- 
vancing money to the contractor, and in order to favour certain in- 
dividuals, a loan was made in Bengal in the year 1781, and the 
Company were engaged in a fmuggling adventure to China, on the 
pretence that there was little demand for opium in Calcutta, though 
in point of fact there were perfons in Calcutta who had authority to 
bid for the whole, or the grcateft part of the opium. 

As the Managers did not attempt to fupport the laft aflertion by 
any proof, I conclude they found out the blunder of the agent who 
drew the article, before they came into your Lordfhips’ court. Why 
the Commons fhould have charged that the loan which they ftate 
was made to favour certain individuals, or to advance money to the 
contractor, is, I do affure you, my Lords, far beyond my compre- 
henfion. The tranfaGtiion itfelf is perfectly fimple, and, as I fhould 


think, impoffible either to be mifreprefented or mifunderftood. 
In 
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Tn the year 1781, the produce of one year’s opium was lying 
unfold in the Company’s warehoufes in Calcutta, and owing to very 
obvious caufes. The tonnage of the port of Calcutta was princi- 
pally employed in tranfporting provifions to Madras, and private 
merchants were afraid to export opium on their own account to 
China, and the eaftern iflands; the Indian ocean being at that time 
infefted by French and Dutch cruizers. 

Under fuch circumftances it was propofed to freight two fhips 
with opium on the Company’s account ; one to Canton, and another 
to the eaftern iflands. The proceeds of thefe cargoes were to be 
paid into the Company’s treafury at Canton, for the purpofe of 
purchafing teas for the fales at the India Houfe. Upon the credit, 
therefore, of this fupply, the Bengal government conceived they 
might with propriety draw bills upon the Company, firft for ten 
Jacks, and afterwards fora fecond fum to the fame amount. Ac- 
cordingly a proclamation was iffued, advifing the civil and military 
fervants of the Company generally, that the treafury in Calcutta was 
open for the receipt of money for certificates an Canton, which 
would there be exchanged for bills upon England, and advifing all 
who chofe to remit money, to fend in their names to the fecretary at a 
given period. I was firft at a lofs to know upon what grounds this 
plan could have been charged, as undertaken with a view to favour 
certain individuals; but upon referring to the evidence, I found 
that the Managers have inferted a letter written by Mr. Haftings 
from Chunar, in which he inclofes a lift of the names of the civil 
and military fervants of the Company, who were then at Chunar, 
and expreffes a hope that they may not be excluded from the ad- 
vantage of the remittance to Europe. Perhaps it may not be ne- 
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ceffary to inform your Lordfhips, that by the regulations of the 
Company’s fervice, every perfon in their civil and military employ 
has a right to his proportion of a remittance to England through 
the Company’s cafh. All, therefore, that Mr. Haftings did, was 
to requeft that the gentlemen then at Chunar might not be deprived 
of a privilege common to the whole fervice; and this the Ma- 
nagers have fo miftaken, or rather their agents have fo miftaken 
it, as to charge the loan itfelf to be made in ordei to favour cer- 
tain individuals. The whole fcheme, in my opinion, was a very 
wife and a very laudable one: it gave the Bengal government the 
immediate ufe of twenty lacks of rupees, when the want of money 
was moft feverely felt—it enabled them to export a commodity, for 
which there was no fale in Calcutta—it threw a large fupply of 
cafh into the treafury at Canton—and it enabled the Company at 
home to pay the bills exchanged for the certificates fent from Ben- 
gal to Canton. 

The fhip freighted for Canton arrived fafe ; her cargo was well 
fold, though to lefs advantage than it ought to have been—the 
fupra-cargoes laying the blame upon the captain of the Bengal thip 
for not obeying his orders, and he as loudly infifted upon it that it 
was their fault the opium did not fellat a much higher price. The 
other fhip, freighted to the eaftern iflands, fold a part of its cargo 
at a very high profit indeed; and would have fold the remainder 
equally well, if fhe had not been treacheroufly taken in a neutral 
port. But, my Lords, this is called a {muggling adventure, be- 
caufe opium is forbidden, by a municipal law of China, to be im- 
ported into that country, under pain of death. It is proved, how- 
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ever, that this law is obfolcte—that opium is publicly landed, and 
fold in the middle of the day at the port of Canton: and at this 
moment the greateft encouragement is held out in Bengal, for the 
importation of opium into China, for the purpofe of enabling the | 
fupra-cargocs at Canton to purchafe teas for the London market. 
The only queftion then will be, whether it was a high crime in 
Mr. Haftings, during the preffure of the war, to make the Com- 
pany do that ad publicly, which the Directors and the Board of 
Controul have urged the government of Bengal to endeavour, by 
every poffible means, and to evcry poflible extent, to get done by 
individual merchants. It was confeffedly a temporary expedient in 
1781; but it is by no means clear, that it would not have been 
wife in the Company to continue the export of opium on their own 
account. Colonel Watfon, the chief engineer of Bengal, who ori- 
ginally fuggefted the plan, fays, in page 2251, that under every 
difadvantage of a firft experiment, and of very great mifmanage- 
ment, it enabled the fupra-cargoes at Canton, in the height of the 
war, to purchafe feveral cargoes of tea, without draining Bengal of 
- one rupec; that the Company were enabled by it to load all their 
fhips with tea; and finally, became very great gainers at the clofe 
of their fales in England. The Colonel adds, that he is aware of 
all the objections and difficulties then ftarted in Bengal, and alfo of 
the animadverfions made upon the meafure in England; but as they 
arofe out of the private views of interefted men, or the dreams of 
ignorant pretenders, fuch arguments and obfervations were no longer 
worthy the confideration of the Governor General and Council— 
their futility having been fully evinced. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Haftings and his Council tell the Directors, that they well 
knew of the law which prohibited the importation of opium into 
China, on pain of death; but they alfo knew that it was a com- 
merce publicly encouraged by the Chinefe government: they add, 
that it was a temporary expedicnt—whcen, in fact, opium would 
not fell in Calcutta upon any terms; that in future, however, they 
Shall difpofe of their opium in Calcutta; that in the prefent year, 
1783, the profits would be fix lacks of rupees, and would have been 
double, had there not then been many French cruizers in the bay 
of Bengal. Your Lordfhips will fee how confiderably the profits 
upon opium were increafed on the reftoration of peace in India. I 
believe, my Lords, I have already gone through every material 
point in this head of the article: and as the Managers have totally 
tailed in making good the material allegation, that the opium con- 
tract was granted to Sulivan for the purpofe of creating for him an 
inftant fortune—and as it is clearly eftablifhed by the evidence, that 
he held it precifely upon the fame terms, and for the fame period 
that Mackenzie had held it—and as the Governor General and 
Council had every reafon to believe. there was nothing left to the 
contractor beyond a fair and mercantile profit—I fhall certainly fay 
Not-content to the motion, which I fhall fubmit to your Lordthips, 
on this head of the charge. | 

Upon the next point, I flatter myfelf that I fhall not have occa- 
fion to intrude very long upon your Lord{hips’ indulgence. 

The accufation is, that in the year 1779, without any complaint 
from the contractor, or from the army, that a bullock contract, 
then exifting, was inadequate for the regular fupply of the fervice: 


Mr. Haftings annulled an exifting contract, and concluded another 
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with Mr. Croftes, his confidential friend and agent, on terms in- 
finitely higher than thofe of the preceding contract, at an additional 
expence to the Company of fifty thoufand pounds a year, or near 
that fum; and, by fo doing, created a wanton and moft enormous 
expence to the Company. Surely, my Lords, the agents who drew 
this chargé, have not taken the leaft pains to examine the evidence 
which relates to it. You have upon your minutes, the ftrongeft 
written complaints from various commanding officers, of the totally 
unferviceable ftate of the bullocks of the army; and you have full 
proof alfo, that the contractor dying in 1778, his executor was de- 
firous of relinquifhing fo unprofitable a concern altogether—that 
Gencral Stibbert, the provincial commander in chief, urged Mr. 
Haftings and his Council to accept the offer, and to form a new 
contract on very different terms. 

The Managers begin their evidence by inferting the exprefs order 
of the Directors, that the contract fhould be annual, and granted to 
the loweft bidder. 

If to prove that Mr. Haftings difobeyed this exprefs order, be 
fufficient for his conviction, the Managers have completely fuc- 
ceeded ; for the next document they read, was the defence made by 
Mr. Haftings to this charge in the Houfe of Commons, in which 
he very fully admits that he did difobey the order—that he has no 
idea of orders being iffued at the diftance of half the globe, of the 
propriety of which the government upon the fpot muft not be allowed 
to judge before they carry them into execution: he admits alfo, 
that by difobeying this order he incurred great refponfibility 3; and 
was bound to prove, that he confulted their interefts, when he dif- 


obeyed their commands, 
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My Lords, Mr. Haftings affirms, that the confequence which 
attended the difpofal of the bullock contract annually to the loweft 
bidder, was fuch as you will believe was extremely natural: men 
offered to take it on terms fo low,.that, had the contract been really 
executed, they muft have loft 50 per cent. by their agreement. 
Mr. Haftings appeals to the public records, for proofs of the com- 
plaints made by the commanding officers of the army on this im- 
portant fubjeé&t—to the revenue confultations, to fhew the diftrefs 
occafioned to the zemindars and farmers, as well as the diminution 
of the revenue, from the mifchievous cuftom of preffing bullocks, as 
often as any divifion of the army was ordered to change its quarters. 
To remedy thefe mifchiefs, and to provide effectually for that branch 
of the fervice, on the due performance of which the fuccefs of every 
operation of war in India depends, Mr. Haftings confulted with 
the principal officers of the army, and fubmitted to Sir Eyre Coote 
a plan for the future fupply of bullocks for the fervice of the army, 
which that officer fully approved. The plan prefcribed the fize, 
age, and feed of the bullocks to be employed ; the work they were 
to perform; the number, uniform, and pay of the drivers: the 
calculation was made fo as to leave a fair mercantile profit to the 
contractor ; and fuch checks were eftablifhed for the due performance 
of this contrat, that the due execution of it appeared to be fully 
iafared ; I am fure, my Lords, I know not how the public can be 
well or faithfully ferved upon any other principles than thofe laid 
down by Mr. Haftings in defence of this contract. 

The next evidence adduced by the Manager is, that upon 
which they have entirely relied ; I mean the diflent of Mr. Francis 
to the terms of this contract. It is a performance of very confide- 
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rable length, containing many ingenious calculations, which, in 
theory may do very well, but happen not to have ftood the teft 
of practice. | 

The opinions of Mr. Francis, as far as I know, are peculiar to 
himfelf: and though it be true that the Managers have mentioned 
them as conclufive againft Mr. Haftings, there is not one perfon, 
who has had an opportunity of acquiring any knowledge upon this 
fubject, that does not totally difagree with Mr. Francis. That 
gentleman is decidedly of opinion, that the Company’s orders fhould 
be obeyed—that the bullock contract fhould be annual, and granted 
to the lowcft bidder: he condemns the rates as extravagant, and 
the number of bullocks as unneceffary : he thinks that the quantity 
of drivers, fo far from being ufeful, would be highly detrimental 
to the fervice: and he winds up the whole by this very fingular 
declaration, ‘* In truth 1 may fay (with the exception of a very mode- 
‘* yate number) what occafion have we for an eftablifhment of bul- 
‘* Jocks any where? when they are wanted, they may be hired, or 
‘« prefled, as in fact they have becn hitherto, notwithftanding the 
‘* contracts.” 

I fpeak in the prefence, my Lords, of fome noble perfons, who 
know well what military fervice is; and to whofe exertions their 
country has been much indebted upon former occafions: If one of 
thofe noble Lords were again to be placed at the head of an army, 
what would he think of a cabinet minifter, who was to tell him, 
that horfes for the fervice of his artillery, his ammunition waggons, 
and camp cquipage, could not be kept but at a moft enormous ex- 
pence; that he muft, therefore, retain none in the fervice, as he 
could hire or prefs them when they were wanted. What would the 
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noble Marquis have faid to Mr. Cowper, Mr. Stuart, or Mr. Speke, 


if either of thofe gentlemen, his colleagues, had told him, when 
on the point of embarking on that fervice, which he fo glorioufly 
terminated, ‘‘ Do not, for God’s fake, my Lord, put the Company 
‘© to a moft enormous expence for bullocks and drivers ; you can 
‘* hire and prefs them in Myfore!”? The noble Marquis, I believe, 
would have expreffed fome furprife at the magnanimity of fuch fen- 
timents; yet Mr. Francis, flazrante bello, when the Britifh army 
in Bengal occupied a country thirteen hundred miles in length, and 
five hundred in breadth, and having fevcral detachments employed 
on foreign fervice; docs not {cruple to affirm, that it is unneceflary 
to keep up an eftablifhment of bullocks, and that they can be hired, 
or prceffled when wanted. My Lords, it did not require the ftrone 
evidence adduced by the defendant’s counfel to convince men of 
your Lordfhips’ underftandings, that no army in India can be deemed 
fit for fervice unlefs an ample fupply of bullocks is attached to it. 
The artillery and the ammunition waggons are dragged folely by 
bullocks. The mufquet ammunition 1s alfo carried by bullocks, 
and the camp cquipage in part, by bullocks alfo. The honourable 
Manager (Sir James Erfkine St. Clair) who fummed up this article, 
a man highly diftinguifhed in arms, and poffeffing every quali- 
fication neceflary to form a complete foldicr, afforded your Lord- 
fhips a proof, that without local experience, no man ought to ven- 
ture to fpeak of the nature of military fervice in a diftant quarter 
of the globe. Had that honourable Manager been as converfaunt in 
Indian, as I am fure he is in European fervice, he would not have 
told your Lordfhips (and probably on the ftrength of Mr. Francis’s 


affertion he did it) that if one driver was really entertaincd for two 
bullocks 
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bullocks, it was an arrangement werfe than ufelefs, it was detri- 
mental to the army. 

Your Lordfhips have the fulleft evidence to prove that one driver 
toevery pair of bullocks is indifpenfably neceffary, and you are told 
by the noble Marquis, of the diftrefs which he fuftained for the 
want of a fufficient number of that very ufeful body of men during 
his campaigns in Myfore. Colonel Duff, an officer, who had the 
advantage of thirty years experience in India, who commanded the 
artillery under the Marquis Conwallis in the campaigns againft Tip- 
poo Sultaun, has decidedly told your Lordfhips, that the bullocks 
provided under the contract of Mr. Croftes, came under his parti- 
cular infpection ; that they were beyond all comparifon the beft that 
ever were in the fervice before, or fince: that one driver to every 
pair of bullocks was abfolutely neceffary, and a head driver to every 
twelve men exceedingly ufeful: that the number of bullocks was 
by no means unneceffary ; and that they cannot be fit for fervice 
until they have been regularly trained and harneffed. Intruth, my 
Lords, the teftimony of Coloncl Duff, if unconfirmed by any far- 
ther evidence, would have fully convinced me, that Mr. Haftings 
acted wifely and properly in concluding a contract during war, 
which effectually provided for the ftrict performance of this moft 
effential part of military fervice, though the expence had even ex- 
ceeded fifty thoufand pounds a year. 

In the year 1779, prior to this contract, Colonel Camac was fent 
upon fervice towards the Mahratta frontier. He writes to the Board, 
and fays, that his march was impeded by the badnefs of the bul- 
locks furnifhed by the contra€tor ; that he could only get feventy at 
Burdwan, and that all the good bullocks had been fent out of the 
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way, or hid. Herc, my Lords, is a proof that Mr. Francis was 
miftaken, when he affirmed that bullocks could be prefled when 
wanted, even if the cruel diftrefs which fuch a mode of provifion 
muft create, with the confequent diminution of the public revenues, 
were to be no part of the confideration of government. Colonel 
Camac adds, that, from the want of bullocks, and the defertion of 
the drivers, the ammunition was f{trewed in the roads, and could 
not have been faved, but by the great exertion of the artillery officer, 
to whom the Colonel was obliged to give fixty fepoys, toact as bul- 
lock- drivers. 

Every inconvenieney which the fervice had fuftained for fo many 
years, this contract was intended to remedy, and it is in proof that 
the remedy was effectual. The Directors very much approved of 
all the regulations ; but they thought that the contract fhould have 
been advertifed, though it is moft obvious to any man of common 
fenfe, that under a contract fo advertifed, no fuch reform could 
have been effected. It appears alfo in evidence, that during the 
war, the number contracted for never fufficed for the fervice, and 
that extra bullocks were always employed. 

My Lords, the next allegation is, that though the Dirc@ors had 
condemned this contract in ftrong and pointed terms, and had or- 
dered, that one year before its expiration, advertifements fhould be 
iffued for propofals for a new contract upon the loweft terms, Mr. 
Haftings neglected to give fuch notice, by which negleét the con- 
tractor had a right to hold his contract for fx years, and that the re- 
linquifhment of this contract was purchafed upon terms almoft as 
extravagant as the contract itfelf ; that he then turned the contract 


into an agency, though the Directors condemned agencies, as un- 
certain: 
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certain and indefinite in their expences, and where influence was 
likely to prevail over public advantage. 

The faéts, as applied to this part of the charge, I believe, may 
be flated very fhortly: by a neglect, which ought not to be attri- 
buted to Mr. Haftings alone, but to the whole Board, no notice 
was fent to the contractor, Mr. Fergufon, (to whom Mr. Croftes 
had very early affigned the contract) that the Board meant to clofe 
the concern at the end of the five years. This gentleman, therefore, 
in January, 1784, propofed to rclinquifh his contract on certain con- 
ditions, to which the Board agreed. In the courfe of the corre- 
{pondence, Mr. Haftings obferved what very erroneous opinions had 
been formed in England of the nature of this contraét, and he laid 
before the Board a letter from Mr. Fergufon, in which he declares, 
that the advantages attending this contract have been moft abfurdly 
magnified in England. He offered to produce his books, which he 
fays will prove, and his book-keeper attefts the truth of the decla- 
ration, that his profits did not exceed 15 per cent.; and he adds, 
that if the Mahrattas had entered Bengal, as was expected, he muft 
have been ruined. No man will conceive that 15 per cent. in fuch 
a concern, and fubject to fuch a rifque, is in any refpect an unrea- 
fonable profit. Mr. Fergufon, who was a merchant of high cha- 
racter in Calcutta, and who arrived in England, I underftand, dur- 
ing this trial, died before the defence was entered upon, or he might 
have confirmed the truth of this letter, by his own teftimony at 
your Lordfhips’ bar. 

The Managers have given in evidence, a letter written by Mr. 
Haftings to the Direétors in Auguft, 178 5, from Cheltenham, in 
order, as they ftate, to prove his inconfiftency ; becaufe in that let- 
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ter he moft ftrenuoufly recommends that bullocks fhall in future be 
provided by agency; all contraéts, he fays, are improvident, and 
that the contract concluded on the loweft terms, is always the 
moft extravagant. My Lords, I can perccive nothing like in- 
confiftency in this opinion. On the contrary, I obferve, that Mr. 
Haftings at all times, and upon all occafions, preferred agencies to 
contracts, 

In the bufinefs of the opium, it was recommended by Mr. Haft- 
ings that it fhould be procured by agency. The falt was made and 
fold under an agency, and by that means nearly a million was added 
by Mr. Haftings, to the annual revenues of Bengal. The marine 
of Bengal was conduéted under an agency ; and I fhall {till have oc- 
cafion to intrude upon your Lordfhips’ indulgence, by ftating the two 
agencies with which this charge concludes. There appear to me to 
be but two modes of providing for the fuccefs and the fafety of an 
army in India, in war: the one by a contract, on fuch fair and 
liberal terms as were granted in the cafe of Mr. Croftes contract, 
or by an agency in the hands of men of character and honour. But 
Mr. Haftings, in the letter alluded to from Cheltenham, and which 
in all its parts is well worthy your Lordfhips’ attention, was not in- 
truding his fentiments upon the Court of Directors. The fact is, 
that Sir Archibald Campbell, appointed governor of Madras in 
1785, was defired by the Directors, previous to his departure from 
England, to form mili tary eftablifhments for their feveral fettlements 
in India, The Directors, when they were formed, thought proper 
to tranfmit them to Mr. Haftings, then an unimpeached man, and 
to defire his fentiments upon them; which he gives at confiderable 


length, and earneftly draws the attention of the Directors to a ma- 
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terial part of the military detail, which Sir Archibald Campbell had 
omitted to notice. He fays, that Sir Eyre Coote was unable to pro- 
fecute his fuccefs in the late war, becaufe, though he fo often beat, 
he never was able to purfue, Hyder, or to capture his guns, which 
he often might have done, had he had good bullocks for his own 
artillery. He therefore ftrenuoufly recommends that there fhall be 
no more contracts for bullocks, but that they fhall be furnifhed by 
agency. My Lords, you will perceive that Mr. Haftings alludes. 
to contraéts formed on the. principle fo ftrenuoufly contended for by | 
the Court cf Direétors, namely, annual contracts, granted by pub- 
lic advertifement, to. the loweft bidder. For venturing to break 
through this favourite arrangement in the inftance of Croftes’s con- 
tract, which was, in truth, rather an agency than a contract, be- 
eaufe Mr. Haftings himfclf and Sir Eyre Coote fixed the terms and 
the period, and felected the perfon who was to perform it, he has 
been impeached by the Commons. The experience of later times 
has fully juftified Mr. Haftings. The noble Marquis, when in 
Myfore, was obliged to procure all the additional bullocks he could 
get together, and thofe he put under the charge of an agent of his 
own nomination, declaring to the Governor and Council of Madras. 
that ‘* he was forry to fay from experience, that the bullock contract 
‘« had been a delufion of a moft dangerous nature to a Commander 
“* in Chief of an army.” The Governor and Council of Madras, 
copying the example of the noble Marquis, put all the additional 
bullocks that they could procure under a public agent. The govern- 
ment of Bengal gave their fentiments moft decidedly tothe Directors. 
in the abfence of Lord Cornwallis, in favour of agencies, though 
they faid it was not their intention to contraft with the enormous 
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evils liable to arife from an adherence to the contract fyftem, the ad- 
vantages derivable, under certain circumftances, froma well-regu- 
lated agency ; and the Directors themfelves, convinced of the great 
impolicy of their former orders, very candidly admit, both in their 
Ictters to Bengal and Madras, that the reafons affigned for deviating 
from the contract fyftem were very fatisfactory. Such, my Lords, 
is the clofe of this bufinefs ; and if it fhall appcar to your Lordfhips 
as it does to mc, that Mr. Haftings could not have obeyed the orders 
of the Directors flagrante bello, without ruin to the army, you will 
concur in-negativing the motion that 1 fhall have the honour to pro- 
pofe upon this head of the charge. 

The next fubje@t is, the extra allowances granted to Sir Eyre 
Coote in 1779. Mr. Haftings is charged with adopting this mea- 
fure with a view to increafe his owninfluence; that it was a difobe- 
dience of pofitive orders; that allowances to the amount of eight 
thoufand pounds a year had been granted to General Stibbert, pro- 
vincial Commander in Chief before Sir Eyre Coote’s arrival ; that 
there was no pretence to continue the allowances to General Stibbert 
after Sir Eyre Coote’s arrival; but that Mr. Haftings did continue 
them, and allowed Sir Eyre Coote cighteen thoufand pounds a 
year. 

That in direé& violation of the treaty fubfifting between the Com- 
pany and the Nabob Vizier, he directed, that when Sir Eyre Coote 
was in Oude, thefe extra allowances fhould be carried to the debit 
of his account. 

This, my Lords, is the firft branch of the charge: the defen- 
dant has offered ncither defence nor obfervation upon any part of it, 
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but has left it entirely to the judgment of your Lordfhips, on the 
cafe made by the Managers themfelves. 

In confidering this charge, I confefs there are fome circumftances 
which ftrike me, as very fingular. The Managers have proved that 
fix thoufand poundsa year was the falary fixed for the Commander 
in Chief of all the King’s and Company’s forces in India. When 
Sir Eyre Coote arrived in Bengal, he propofced that the allowances 
granted to General Stibbert as provincial Commander in Chief fhould 
devolve upon him ; but on farther inquiry, it was found. that they 
had been fettled upon him, as the oldeft Company’s officer in Ben- 
gal, and that in fact, of the thirteen thoufand pounds a year which 
Gencral Stibbert received, nine thoufand pounds a year were autho- 
rifed by the Directors, and that their fentiments on the additional al- 
lowances granted to him, had not been received, but were daily ex- 
pected, Sir Eyre Coote therefore propofed that a.field eftablifhment 
might be formed for him and his ftaff, adequate to his unavoidable 
additional expences, when abfent from Calcutta,. as he fuppofed the 
Directors, when they appointed him, did not conceive that he was. 
to expend his private fortune in their fervice. It appeared perfectly: 
clear from Sir Eyre Coote’s minute, that Gencral Clavering had re-- 
prefented to the Directors, how very inadequate his falary muft be 
for defraying his extraordinary expences out of Calcutta. It is in. 
my opinion beyond a doubt, that in fome mode or cther General. 
Clavering muft have drawn extraallowances, had he taken the field ; 
but it fo happened, that from October, 1774, when Sir John Cla- 
vering arrived in Calcutta, to Auguft, 1777, whenhedied, Bengal 
enjoyed profound. peace, and the general never was twenty miles. 
out of Calcutta, and faw no part of the large army he commanded, . 
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except the corps quartered in or near the prefidency. In the time 
of Sir Eyre Coote, the cafe was materially different. He arrived in 
“April, 1779, during the war with France, and when a Mahratta 
war was hourly expected. He very wifely and properly determined, 
in the execution of his duty as Commander in Chief, to vifit the 
feveral military ftations ; and it could hardly be expected, as Mr. 
Haftings very juftly obferved, that he was to perform this expenfive 
fervice for fix thoufand poundsa year, when the directors themfelves 
permitted General Stibbert to draw more than that fum a year for 
the expence of his table. 

Mr. Haftings therefore propofed field allowances for Sir Eyre 
Coote and his ftaff, amounting to the fum mentioned in the charge ;. 
but they were only to be received in the ficld. When the general 
returned to Calcutta the allowances were to ceafe. Mr. Francis 
and Mr. Wheler oppoted this arrangement, as. contrary to the Di- 
rectors’ pofitive orders, which precluded them from exercifing any 
difcretion of their own. Mr. Haftings contended that it was abfo- 
lutely impoffible the orders could apply to the cafe before them; that 
it was a violation of every military principle to reftrict the Com- 
mander in Chief to half the emoluments granted to the fecond in 
command; and the majority agreed to the allowance. The general 
left Calcutta to review the army in Auguft, 1779, when the pay- 
ment of thefe allowances commenced. After his departure Mr. 
Haftings propofed, that as long as the General fhould remain: in 
Oude, thefe extra allowances fhould be paid by the Nabob Vizicr. 
This arrangement Mr. Francis oppofed, on the ground affumed 
fince in the charge; that it was a breach of the treaty with the Na- 


bob. Vizier, who was only bound to pay, by the terms of the treaty, 
two 
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two lacks and fixty thoufand rupecs a month for a brigade. To this 
remark Mr. Haftings very clearly replied, that, fubfequent to that 
treaty, a confiderable body of troops in addition to the brigade were 
ftationed in Oude on the Nabob’s application, the pay and contin- 
gencies of which the Nabob defrayed ; and the prefence of the Com- 
mander in Chief being abfolutely neceflary in Oude, the queftion 
was, whether it would be unreafonable to call upon the Nabob to 
defray the expence of the extra allowances. The majority concurred 
with Mr. Haftings, and the Nabob, with the utmoft chcerfulnefs, 
confented to pay the allowances. He did not concur with the Ma- 
nagers in deeming that demand a flagrant breach of treaty. 

I believe, my Lords, this is the whole evidence to the firft branch 
of the charge. It is next alledged, that the Directors ordered thefe 
extra allowances to be ftruck off by a letter, dated the 18th of Oc- 
tober, 1780; that they were ftruck off accordingly, but that Mr. 
Haftings of his own private authority continued to Sir Eyre Coote 
certain large allowances, amounting to twenty-one thoufand fix hun- 
dred pounds a year, which were paid by the Nabob Vizier. 

My Lords, to the latter part of this charge the Managers have 
no fort of evidence except the admiffion of Mr. Haftings himfelf. 
It appears by that evidence, that as foon as the order from the Di- 
rectors for ftriking off thefe extra allowanccs arrived in Bengal, Mr. 
Haftings and his Council ordered all farther payments to be difconti- 
nucd, The fituation of Sir Eyre Coote, when the Directors thought 
proper to fhew fo marked a difregard to his fervices, was critical in- 
deed. Hyder Ally, with a conquering army, was in his front, and 
that circumftance alone prevented the general from immediately 
quitting India. The Dire@tors were not pleafed to take any notice 
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of the extra allowances drawn under the appointment of. the Board, 
by General Stibbert, the provifional Commander in Chief of Bengal ; 
and Sir Eyre Coote, the Commander in Chief of all their forces, 
on whofe zeal and attachment their very exiftence then depended, 
was ordered to keep the ficld upon lefs than one half of the pay and 
allowances granted to General Stibbert. After ferving two fuccefs- 
ful campaigns upon the coaft, Sir Eyre Coote took the opportunity 
of the rainy feafon to return for a few months to Bengal. He ar- 
rived in Calcutta in November, 1782, and again embarked for 
Madras in March, 1783, carrying with him a large fupply of trea- 
fure, a reinforcement of troops, and wifhing moft anxioufly to re- 
tain life long enough to take Mr. Bufly a fecond time. That dif- 
tinguifhed officer was taken by Sir Eyre Coote at the battle of Vande- 
wafh in 1760, and in the year 1783 he commanded three thoufand 
French troops, and a party of Tippoo’s forces at Cuddalore. My 
Lords, this was a point of fuch infinite moment, that every Icfler 
confideration naturally gave way before it. In this critical fituation 
of public affairs, Mr. Croftes, who was the attorney of Sir Eyre 
Coote, wrote a letter to Mr. Briftow, of which the latter gentleman 
fent a copy to the Governor General and Council, after the depar- 
ture of Mr. Haftings. In that Ictter Croftes tells Briftow that fome 
field allowances are due to Sir Eyre Coote from the Nabob Vizier, 
fince Auguft, 1782; that the governor had requefted Croftes to 
write to Briftow to reccive and remit the arrear, and to receive the 

payment in future, month by month, as it became duc. 
To evidence fo introduced before the Houfe of Commons, Mr. 
Haftings, much to his honour, 1 think, made no objection. I 
will 
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will read to your Lordfhips his defence to this charge of the Com- 
mons: 
“© By what authority Sir Eyre Coote continued to receive this al- 


‘¢ Jowance from the Nabob Vizier, I know not; but I have a faint 


recollection of Mr. Croftes having mentioned the circumftance 
‘‘ tome, in the month of January, 1783, and 1 have no doubt of 
‘* his having received my authority to write to Mr. Briftow. Sir 
‘* Eyre Coote was then on the point of returning to Madras, with 
‘© a conftitution worn out in the public fervice, by exertions almoft 
‘* beyond belief. His life was of the utmoft importance: I had 
‘* not a doubt of his fuccefs againft Mr. Buffy, could he have ar- 
‘« rived in tolerable health upon the coaft. This was not a time 
‘* for me to difpute any point that could add to his chagrin. His 
“* expences were confiderable—Hec had three feparate eftablifhments 
‘¢ —one at Calcutta; one at Madras; and a third in the ficld. 
‘* The allowance, as I underftood, was voluntarily paid by the 
‘¢ Vizier. I could have had no private intereft of my own to gratify 
‘at any period of our connection, more efpecially at a moment 
‘© when the whole world knew that Sir Eyre Coote could not live 
‘¢ fix months, having, when he returned to Madras, as he truly 
‘* faid, one foot in the grave, and the other at the edge of it.” 
Such, my Lords, is the account given by Mr. Haftings—the 
account which the Managers thought proper to read, and which they 
have not attempted to difprove in any one part of it. It is impoffi- 
ble, therefore, to impute Mr. Haftings’s conduét to any other than 
public motives, and zeal for the welfare of his employers. Sir 
Fyre Coote, as your Lordfhips know, did not live to effect that 
important fervice which both himfelf and Mr. Haftings had fo much 
| at 
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at heart. He embarked in one of the Company’s armed fhips, and 
was chafed by three French frigates from Balafore roads to Fort St. 
George: the fhip was preferved by the fuperior fkill of the Englith 
captain. The anxiety of Sir Eyre Coote would not permit him to 
leave the deck, night or day, during the chafe.—The ftruggle and 
agitation was too-much for his weak and debilitated frame to furvive. 
He preferved his recollection long cnough after the fhip came to an- 
chor off Fort St. George, to exprefs his warmet{t acknowledgments 
to the captain, and to confer upon him a token of his gratitude. 
He then funk fenfelefs on the deck, was carried on fhore in that fitua- 
tion, and died on the next day. Neither the nation nor the Eaft- 
India Company were infenfible to his merits and fervices.—The two 
Houfes of Parliament were unanimous in voting him their thanks 
for his exertions, and the Company have ereéted to his memory a 
monument in Weftminfter Abbey, and a ftatue at the India Houfe. 
It refts with your Lordfhips to determine whether Mr. Hattings 
ought to be condemned for the fhare which he had in fixing an eftab- 
lifhment for Sir Eyre Coote, barely adequate to his neceffary ex 
pences in the field. 

I fhall now procecd to confider the evidence which has been given 
by the -Managers and the defendant’s counfel on the agency of Mr. 
Auriol. The Commons charge, that the defendant, in farther pur- 
fuance of the fame prodigal and corrupt fyftem of government, ap- 
pointed James Peter Auriol, Efq. agent of fupplics for the prefidency 
of Madras in December, 1780, when-there was a great fcarcity of 
provifions at that fettlement: that the defendant gave him fifteen 
per cent. commiffion, though Auriol had only required the ufual 


commiffion, which was five per cent. as the defendant well knew: 
M m That 


( 266 ) 


That he alfo appointed Auriol agent for the fupply of the other pre- 
fidencies: that he fcandaloufly and illegally declared this agency to 
be a reward for his long and laborious fervices as fecretary: that 
his gain at fifteen per cent. being exorbitant, Mr. Haftings, on the 
25th of March, 1782, reduced it to five per cent. on all the expen- 
ces of freight, &c. and fifteen per cent. on the purchafes: that the 
provifions fupplied were often bad, not agreeable to mufters, of 
fhort weight; and that Mr. Haftings difcouraged all juft inquiry 
into fuch complaints. 

The evidence upon this agency is fo exceedingly clear, and all 
that is important lies in fo very narrow a compafs, that I fhall not 
take up much of your Lordfhips’ time in referring to it. ; 

It appears that a very early confequence of Hyder’s invafion of 
the Carnatic was, an extreme fcarcity of grain at Madras, and a 
{trong apprehenfion of famine, unlefs relieved by the exertions 
of the Bengal government. Confiderable fupplies of provifions 
were fent from Bengal in the months of October and November, 
1780. 

Sir Eyre Coote, who arrived at Madras carly in November: 1780, 
gave to Mr. Haftings a moft gloomy picture of the ftate of the Car- 
natic, and frankly told him, that Madras muft depend upon him 
for men, money, and provifions. The government of Fort St. 
George made fimilar reprefentations, and they were farther enforced 
by the moft prcffing private letters from Mr. Smith, the Governor 
of Madras, to Mr. Haftings. 

It was in this ftate of affairs, that Mr. Auriol the fecretary pro- 
pofed to contract for the fupply of a very confiderable quantity of 
grain and provitions, to be delivered on certain terms at Madras, 
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, as their wants were moft urgent, to furnifh every poffible affitt- 
nce, and to be indulged with the ufual commiffion for his trouble ; 
he latter propofal was accepted, and Mr. Auriol was appointed agent 
of fupplies witha commiffion of fifteen per cent. Now, my Lords, 
he Managers affert that the ufual commiffion of merchants was five 
per cent. and they have proved it to be fo: but the defendant’s 
counfel, on the other hand, have brought full proof, that where 
ftores are furnifhed by individuals in the Company's fervice, the 
commiffion has been fifteen per cent. ; fo that’therc can be no doubt, 
but that when Mr. Auriol propofed to take the ufual commiffion, 
he meant that commiffion which every perfon in the Company’s 
fervicc, when employed to purchafe ftores or provifions, did actually 
Yecelve, 

The fupplies required at Fort St. George were fo very confider- 
able, that the commiffion of fifteen per cent. though fixed agreeably to 
eftablifhed practice, was reduced to five per cent. on all charges. The 
Court of Direétors, in July, 1782, expreffed their difapprobation 
of this agency, and it was accordingly annulled. But, my Lords, 
it is abfolutely impoffible for any fair or candid man to read the 
evidence which has been given upon this charge, without concurring 
entirely in the juftice of the expreffions faid to have been uttered in 
another place *—‘* That Mr. Haftings had the merit of having 
«© faved a whole people from perifhing by famine, and of doing it 
«¢ in the moft ceconomical way poilible.”—It appears by the letters 


on your Lordfhips minutes, that Lord Macartney, after he had fuc- 


* By Mr. Pitt, when he oppofed this charge in the late Houfe of Commons, in 
April, 1787. | 
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ceeded to the government of Fort St. George, expreffed his fenfe 
of the exertions of the Bengal government in the ftrongeft 
terms. He attributed the prefervation of the Carnatic to the zea- 
lous and judicious efforts and exertions of the Governor General 
and Council. 

On the 31ft of October, 1781, Lord Macartney, in a letter to 
the Court of Directors, fays, ‘‘ I am happy to do juftice to the 
‘© Governor General and Council of Bengal, for their great exer- 
‘© tions in fupplying us with money and provifions ; to thofe exer- 
‘* tions I confider the prefervation of this fettlement to be in a great 
<< meafure owing.” ; 

Your Lordfhips will find, on a comparifon between the expence 
of the rice furnifhed by contraét, and of that which was fupplied 
under the agency of Mr. Auriol, that the latter was a cheaper and 
by far a better mode of fupply, and indeed it feems now to be the 
univerfal opinion of gentlemen in office in India, that it is infi- 
nitely more for the advantage of the public fervice, more efpecially 
in time of war, to confide in agents, who are men of honour, than 
in contractors. ) 

The Commons alledge, that the provifions furnifhed by Mr. Auriol 
were of a bad quality; but it is fully eftablifhed by the evidence, 
that infinite pains were taken to procure provifions of the beft qua- 
lity, that thofe endeavours were attended with the completeft fuccefs, 
except in the inftance, where the applications from Madras were fo 
excecdingly preffing, that the agents bought up rice wherever it 
could be procured, and a {mall part of it being expofed to the rain, 
became damaged ; and in another inftance, a few bags of rice were 
ftolen. Thefe, I think, are the only inftances of failure, both of 
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which were owing to accident, in the execution of this agency ; and 
it appears -to me, that Mr. Haftings could not have: placed fo im- 
portant a truft in better hands. 

The next, and the clofing allegation in this article, is the agency 
of Mr. Belli. Mr. Haftings is charged with granting this agency 
on very extravagant terms to his private fecretary. The evidence 
fets this tranfaction alfo in fo very clear a point of view, that I ima- 
gine I need not detain your Lordfhips with many obfervations upon 
it. Of the propriety of keeping upa proper fupply of provifions in 
Fort William, none of your Lordfhips will entertain a doubt. A 
reference was made by the Board to three merchants in Calcutta, in 
order to know what would be the rate of commiffion at which a cer 
tain quantity of provifions, ofa perifhable nature, could be kept in 
Fort William. The merchants reported that the fervice could not 
be done for lefs than twenty per cent. By examining the accounts 
of a ftore-keeper, it appeared, that on many of the articles furnifhed 
by him, there had been a lofs of ninety per cent. and the Board 
ultimately fixed the allowance at thirty per cent. General Clavering 
{trongly oppofed the terms of this agency, and calculated that the 
profits would amount to thirty thoufand pounds in threc years, 
Mr. Haftings feeling the language in which the diffent was couched 
as in fome degrce perfonal, after controverting General Clavering’s 
calculations, declared, that the accounts of the agents fhould be open 
to the infpection of the Company, and that if the Direétors thought 
the profits too great, he would be refponfible for Mr. Belli’s paying 
the furplus into the public treafury. Mr. Haftings added, that the 
proper fupply of Fort William with every requifite for a fiege, was 
a concern for which, as governor of that garrifon, he was efpecially 

refponfible, 


( 270 ) 
refponfible, and that he had confided the charge to a man who he 
knew would difcharge the duty with fidelity and honour. 

The Directors, my Lords, thought proper to adopt all the calcu- 
lations of General Clavering ; that is, they fuppofed that the profits 
of this agency would amount to thirty thoufand pounds in three 
years; they direct, therefore, that the agency be reduced to twenty 
per cent. and that Mr. Haftings fhould pay, or caufe to be paid, ten 
thoufand pounds into the treafury. Before this order reached Bengal, 
Mr. Belli, in the form of a contract, was bound to fupply Fort 
William with provifions for five years, from September, 1779, on 
the terms of his agency: when the letter of the Directors was re- 
ferred to Mr. Belli, he declared that it would be abfolutely impoffible 
for him to go on at twenty per cent. and he was convinced that the 
Directors would not defire him to pay ten thoufand pounds, when 
they knew that his whole profits for three years, “on a very trouble- 
fome and precarious agency, had not exceeded that {um: that the 
Directors, adopting General Clavering’s calculations, concluded that 
he had made thirty thoufand pounds in three years, of which they 
permitted him to retain twenty, and to pay the other ten into the 
public treafury ; whereas, in truth, he had made but ten thoufand 
pounds, only one half of the profit which the Company were 
willing to allow him. __ | 

My Lords, this reprefentation was tran{mitted to the Directors, 
and I can only fuppofe they conceived it to be perfectly fatisfactory, 
from the circumftance of their total filence on that fubjeét, from the 
year 1780 to this day. 

Part of the ftores laid in by Mr. Belli were fold in December, 
1784; the price charged to the Company for thofe ftores was two 
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thoufand fix hundred and ninety pounds—they fold for four thoufand 
five hundred and twenty pounds. The circumftance was noticed to 
the Company, and in the anfwer of the Directors, dated in March, 
1787, they {peak in very high terms of the affiduity and fidelity of 
Mr. Belli. My Lords, this gentleman came to England in 1785, 
and continued fome years, to be examined as a witnefs; but the 
Managers not chufing to call him, and Mr. Haftings unwilling to 
detain him longer at a manifeft inconveniency, he returned in the 
year 1793 to Bengal; he had remained beyond the period prefcribed 
by law, and it was neceffary that he fhould be re-appointed to 
the fervice, by a vote of three fourths of the Directors, and three 
fourths of the Proprietors: he had the pleafure and fatisfaction, 
however, of having been unanimoufly re-appointed by both thofe 
repeatable bodies ; and it certainly appears, both in the inftance of 
this gentleman and Mr. Auriol, that Mr. Haftings fixed upon 
men of fair and honourable chara¢tcrs to execute two very im- 
portant agencies. 

I have now, my Lords, gone through the whole of the fourth 
article. It was preferred by the Commons on two grounds.—The 
firft, as the Managers ftated, in order to repel a defence which they 
fuppofed Mr. Haftings might fet up, againft the articles called Be- 
nares, and the Princefles of Oude. It was. prefumed, that he 
would defend himfelf from thofe charges, on the plea of ftate 
neceflity ; and the Managers attempted to prove to your Lordfhips, 
that all the money obtained from Benares and Oude, was expended 
in thefe improvident contracts and agencies. Your Lordfhips, who 
have heard the defeng of Mr. Haftings, well know, that though 
he has fully proved the neceflity under which he.laboured, and that 
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India was, in fact, faved by the meafures he adopted while at Benares, 
he did not in any degree reft his defence upon that ground, but 
relicd upon the juftice of the acts themfelves for his exculpation. 

The fecond charge in this article is, that he gave thefe contracts 
and agencies, in order to acquire for his dependants exorbitant 
wealth, and to fecure himfelf from punifhment for the many un- 
juftifiable acts by him done and committed, from the undue influ- 
ence which he fhould acquire by this mode of difpenfing favours. 

Mr. Croftes, to whom the bullock contract was given, had cer- 
tainly none of thofe political connections which are alluded to in the 
charges; and that gentl:man, as I am informed, died infolvent, 
after Mr. Haftings had quitted India. | 

Mr. Sulivan, who had the opium contract, though he was the 
fon of a gentleman who had been often the chairman of the Eaft- 
India Company, had the opium contract for the fame period, and 
on the fame terms with Mr. Mackenzie, and to the latter gentle. 
man it was given unanimoufly in 1777, and renewed to him by 
an unanimous vote of the Council in 1780. 

Mr. Auriol, who had the agency for provifions, was the public 
fecretary of the government of Bengal—a gentleman of very fair 
character, whofe honourable difcharge of fo important a truft evinced 
the propriety of Mr. Haftings’s felection. 

Mr. Belli, who fupplicd the garrifon of Fort William with proe 
vifions, was the private fecretary of Mr. Haftings—a man, whofe 
probity was fully acknowledged by the Court of Directors and the 
Board of Control, and fo circumfcribed in his fortune, that he was 
under the neceflity of returning again to India two years ago, in the 
Company’s fervice. 
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Sir Eyre Coote was known to be at the point of death when the 
Jetter was written, which laid the foundation of this part of the 
charge, and it does not appear, upon any fair reafoning, that 
Mr. Haftings, in any of thefe tranfaGtions, had an idea of cfta- 
blifhing a political intereft in this country, which might {creen 
himfelf from punifhment, or even from inquiry. 1 will not detain 
your Lordfhips any longer, and beg leave to move, ‘* That the 
** Commons have made good the charges alledged againft Warren 
** Haftings, Efq. contained in the fourth article, refpeCting the 
** opium contract, the fmuggling the opium to China, the allow- 
** ances to Sir Eyre Coote, the bullock contract, the agencies of 

*¢ Mr. Auriol, and Mr. Belli. 
- The Bifhop of ROCHESTER faid, he would trouble their 
Lordfhips with a few words upon the only one of the five allegations 
in this article, on which the fmalleft degree of doubt exifted in his 
mind; he meant the opium contract granted to Mr. Sulivan in 
1781. The opium contract had, he obferved, been much relied 
on by the Managers, and certainly had been attended with circum- 
{tances of a queftionable nature. In order to fhew in what light he 
underftood this part of the fourth article, his Lordfhip referred to 
the material parts of the evidence, beginning with taking notice of 
the letter of the Directors to the Council, March 29, 1774, direct- 
ing that all contracts fhould be publicly advertifed, fealed pro- 
pofals received, and the preference given to the loweft bidder, fufh- 
cient fecurity for his faithful difcharge of the conditions of his con- 
tract being at the {fame time taken. He next traced all the tran- 
{actions in evidence, from the granting it to Mr. Mackenzic in 
1777, on a contract for three years, to the fale of it by Mr. Benn 
Na to 
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_to Mr. Young in April, 1781, including the cenfure conveyed by 
the Direétors in their letter of December 23, 1778, on the Coun- 
cil, for having omitted to advertife for propofals, previous to their 
contracting with Mr. Mackenzie for three years. ‘The learned Pre- 
late fully concurred with Lord Thurlow, in thinking it very extra- 
ordinary that the charge omitted to notice the contract received to. 
Mr. Mackenzie in 1780: he referred,to the minute of the Board, 
im which Mr. Haftings recommended to the Council, that the 
opium contract be granted to Mr. Stephen Sulivan for four years, 
the refolution of the Council fo to grant it, the reduction of 
the penalty on the opium contract, the abolition of the infpeCors, 
and the fale of the contract by Sulivan to Mr. Benn for 350,000 
ficca rupees, before the execution of any part of the contract. 
His Lordfhip dilated upon the evidence of Mr. Benn and Mr. 
Young, and made a variety of obfervations upon each faét ftated 
by them, as he came to the mention of it, fhewing what grounds | 
ef a juftificatory nature had been eftablithed by the teftimony of 
the witneffes to qualify thofe facts, and prove that they had 
neither originated from a corrupt motive nor a criminal intention 
on the part of Mr. Haftings. 

The learned Prelate faid, there was certainly no proof that Mr. 
Haftings knew any thing of the tranfactions between Sulivan, Benn, 
and Young ;. at the fame time, if the contract had been publicly ad- 
vertifud, and there had been others to bid low, Young would have 
taken. it from the Company at the price which he gave Benn for it, | 
and in that event the Company would have gained the fourteen 
thoufand nine hundred pounds a year, for five years, which was 
divided between Benn and Sulivan: but his Lordfhip faid, he was 
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ata lofs how to trcat the ignorance of the whole Board on this fub- 
ject of opium, after they had taken every pains to get information, 
‘6f PR a crime exclufively in Mr. Haftings, and as a crime meriting im- 
peachment, Te might be the ground of a civil action from the Com- 
pany, if they had thought proper totally to forget the many impor- 
tant fervices of Mr. Haftings, and to forget alfo, that they were in- 
debted to him alone for this valuable branch of revenue. He did 
not believe that any member of the Board conccived that the Di- 
rectors’ orders rclative to contracts, applied to this branch of the 
public revenue. The Company, however, entertained very difle- 
rent and more grateful fentiments towards Mr. Haftings ; the pro- 
prictors had repeatedly returned him their thanks, and on his final 
refignation of the fervice, and after his arrival in England, the Court 
of Direétors unanimoufly returned him their thanks, for his long, 
faithful, and important fervices—your Lordthips will find them in 
evidence. The learned Prelate therefore contended, that until he 
was better informed, he fhould continue to believe that there was 
really no crime charged that could be properly cognizable by im- 
peachment, and that it was a matter between Mr. Haftings and the 
Eaft-India Company. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, he was induced, by what 
had fallen from the Icarned Prelate, to detain them for a fingle 
minute, and it fhould be but fora minute: he faid, that by the act 
of the 13th of the prefent King, the Governor General and Coun- 
cil were to obey all orders iffued by the Directors; that, therefore, 
the not advertifing and putting a contract to public auction was a 
breach of their ftanding orders. His Lordfhip added, that it was 
highly neceflary to reprobate every improper expenditure of the pub- 
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lic money : and the noble Earl then read an extract from a letter 
written by Mr. Haftings to the Directors, in which he tells them, 
that the fervice is loaded with gentlemen of high connections in 
England, who expect to acquire rapid fortunes, and are fent out to 
India with that view folely. 

After feveral {trong animadverfions on the granting the opium con- 
tract for four years to Mr. Sulivan, who neither poffeffed, nor pre- 
tended to poffefs, any knowledge refpecting the fubject of his con- 
tract, nor any fkill in the bufinefs, and who immediately fold it at 
a confiderable profit to Mr. Benn; his Lordfhip proceeded to notice 
the next part of the charge refpecting opium, namely, the Governor 
General’s having difhonoured the Britifh government in India, and 
difgraced its credit, by lending his countenance to the fmuggling 
trade which he fuffered to be carried on in the article of opium to 
China—when he, at the fame time, well knew that the importa- 
tion of opium was forbidden, under fevere penalties, by the Chi- 
nefe government; that article itfelf is liable to be burnt, if feized, 
and the veffel that imports it to be confifcated, and the Chinefe, in 
whofe cuftody it may be found for fale, to be punifhed with death. 
The Earl made fome pointed remarks on the fcandalous nature of 
the whole of the Governor General’s conduct in this particular, 
and reprobated it feverely. In order to illuftrate and fupport his 
argument refpecting it, he read a letter from the fupra-cargoes at 
China and Canton, in which they fay, that if the Captain had 
obeyed his orders, the opium might have been fold to great advan- 
tage; but they were afraid that public interefts had been facrificed 
to private advantages, | 
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The Bifhop of ROCHESTER rofe again, and faid, that he 
did not really expect the noble Earl would have drawn an argument 
from the letter of the fupra-cargoes at Canton, to criminate Mr. 
Haftings for giving the opium contract to Mr. Sulivan: it furely 
was ex parte evidence. The fupra-cargoes cenfured the Captain of 
the fhip freighted with opium to China, and attributed it to him, 
or to others, that it did not turn out a much more beneficial adven- 
ture; the captain as loudly cenfured the fupra-cargoes, and Colonel 
Watfon has proved, that though the bufinefs was new and very 
much mifmanaged, it ftill was a very profitable concern for the 
Company. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD faid, that he had been lately too 
much employed to look minutely into the evidence on the different 
contracts, and, therefore, he fhould forbear to deliver his fenti- 
ments at the prefent moment ; but he defired to be underf{tood rather 
as having fufpended his opinion, than as not having formed one 
upon the fubject. ‘There was one point, however, on which he 
could not confcientioufly withhold them—a point on which his 
opinion had never varied, from the firft moment that it was men- 
tioned—he meant the extra allowances granted to Sir Eyre Coote; 
and he was defirous and anxious to communicate his fentiments 
upon that charge to their Lordfhips. The Earl declared, that in 
granting thofe allowances, he not only conceived the conduct of Mr. 
Haftings to be highly juftifiable, but ftrictly meritorious. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that he would not detain 
their Lordfhips a moment. He wifhed only to obferve, that in 
every inftance but the bullock contract—and there he thought the 


terms too high—the evidence clearly proved, that the defendant 
had. 
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had acted profufely and improvidently, as well as contrary to the 
exprefs orders of the Directors; and therefore he was of opinion 
that the Commons had made good the charge. 

The motions were then feverally put, and the Non-contenis 
had it. | | 

It was next moved, that the Commons had made good the re- 
mainder of the impeachment again{ft Warren Hattings, Efq. 
which alfo was negatived ; and the refolutions, having been read 


over pro forma, were ordered to be reported to the Houfe on the 


following day. 





WEDNESDAY, April}. 


Lord WALSINGHAM,, as chairman of the Committec of the 
‘whole Houfe, on the charges of the impeachment againft Warren 
Haftings, Efg. brought up the report of the Committee, when 
the refolutions were read over by the reading clerk. 

Lord THURLOW then moved, that the faid report be taken 


into confideration next Monday fe’nnight.—Ordered. 


Monpay, 4pril 13. 

Lord WALSINGHAM (as chairman of the Committee to 
whom the confideration of the evidence adduced on the part of the 
profecution, and in defence of the defendant Warren Haftings, Efq. 

had 
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had been referred) prefented the report, containing twenty-four 
refolutions ; when the fame was read a firft time. 

Lord Walfingham faid, that not having had an opportunity, 
from the fituation in which he had the honour to be placed, as 
chairman of the Committce, of delivering his opinion upon the 
fubject of the refolutions then before the Houfe; and as he had no 
wifh to conccal from the Houfe what that opinion was, he would 
take the liberty of ftating it to the Houfe, as fhortly as he could, 
and without arguing it at large. He faid, the principle upon which 
he meant to act was this; to acquit Mr. Haftings whenever he 
appeared to have acted clearly for the public fervice, or wherever 
any doubt arofe fo far in point of law, as that the moft Icarned 
authorities in the Houfe differed in their conftruction of the law 
upon the fubject. | 

Upon this principle he was bound to acquit Mr. Haftings on the 
Benares and Begum charges, becaufe his only object was the Com- 
pany’s advantage, without any view of felf-intereft in the cafe; 
therefore thinking as Mr. Haftings did, though Lord Walfingham 
might have acted differently, yet Mr. Haftings acted right in his 
own opinion; and his Lordfhip faid it could be proved from the 
written, and {till more from the parole teftimony of almoft every 
witnefs, that they were all convinced at the time, and cven now 
continued in the belief, that the conduct of the Begums was difaf- 
fected towards the Eaft-India Company during the rebellion of 
Cheyt Sing. In fact, Mr. Haftings rifked himfelf and his own 
reputation for the good of the fervice alone; had he remained 
quictly at Calcutta, he might have faved himfelf from the poflibility 
of blame, but the Vizier would have had no claim to any of thofe 
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benefits to which he was entitled by the treaty of Chunar, nor would 
the Company ever have recovered that debt from the Vizier which 
it was fo material for them to receive at that time. 

Upon the fame principle he was bound te acquit ‘him upon the 
prefent given through Sadanund, becaufe he took it with a view to 
forward an expedition which he thought effential, and which the 
Council objected to, becaufe of the expence. 

As to the prefent to the Rajah of Berar, he thought it impoffible to 
pronounce him guilty of that charge, becaufe the Commons had 
(probably from miftake) charged him to have given it in the autumn 
of the year 1780, whereas the money that he gave for that purpofe, 
and at that time, was the Dinagepore money, which was not in 
charge at all; and the Patna money, which was in charge, was 
not given till March, 1781; and therefore the charge was certainly, 
literally fpeaking, not made out—but even if it had been proved as 
the Commons intended, it would certainly have fallen, as would 
that from Sadanund, within the act of 1773, having been carried 
to the Company’s account. | 
He faid, the prefent from Nundoolol was not made gut, in point 
of evidence, fo as to warrant him to pronounce it to be an high crime 
and mifdemeanor. 

The prefent from the Vizier, and that from Nobkiffen, ftood 
indced ina very different light ; and although they were not illegally 
taken, yet he fhould have thought them improperly taken, even if 
they had been taken for the fole ufe of the Company—but ftill 
more fo, if they were taken (as in fact they appeared to be): with 
a remote view to Mr. Haftings’s own benefit. That which was 
taken from Nobkiffen, was not to be juftified with refpect to Nob- 
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kiffen ; but that was not in charge. The prefent from the Vizier 
was not to be yultified, becaufe he was at that time in fo much dif- 
trefs, that his own troops were upon the point of mutinying for 
want of pay, and he had not credit enough to borrow one hundred 
thoufand pounds, which he wanted fix weeks afterwards, for the 
purpofe of paying off certain cftablifhments which were to be abo- 
lifhed by the treaty of Chunar, without making ufe of Middleton’s 
afliftance to enable him to complete the loan: at the fame time his 
whole revenue, which, by Middleton’s account, was not fifteen 
hundred thoufand pounds a year nett money, was made over in 
affignment to the Company for the debt which the Nabob owed 
them, amounting to about five hundred thoufand pounds, and for 
the current claims which the Company had upon him for the year 
1781, which amounted to above feven hundred thoufand pounds 
more, exclufive of all the Nabob’s arrears to his own civil and 
military eftablifhments. And therefore, as a part of Mr. Haftings’s 
profefied object in his delegation to Oude was to relieve the dif- 
treffes of the Vizier, his Lordfhip would certainly have pronounced 
him guilty o€:a high crime and mifdemeanor in thus having added 
to them, if it had not been for the arguments of a noble and 

learned Lord. . | 
He then went into a difcuffion of thofe arguments: he faid, if 
he underftood them rightly, Mr. Haftings could neither be voted 
guilty by the common, nor by the ftatute law, for having received 
them. As to the ftatute law, the act of 1773 was complicd with, 
by his having carried the onc, and offered the other, to the ufe of 
the Company: if the Company had fent him no anfwer for above 
ten years, and had neither accepted it them{clves, nor ordered him 
Oo to 
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to reftore it, it was the Company’s fault; nor could the aét of 
1784 attach upon a crime committed previous to the pafling of 
that act. | 

It was faid, he could not be convicted by the common law, be- 
caufe the charge muft ftate that the prefent was illegally and cor- 
ruptly taken; which, in the cafe of the Vizier, was not fo ftated. 
It was faid, it muft alfo ftate the reward, or brokage, or confi- 
deration for which it was taken; which was not fo ftated,. either in 
the cafe of the Vizier, or of Nobkiffen; nor did the charge mention 
any thing of its being a crime either of extortion or oppreffion. 

At the fame time, faid his Lordfhip, he was free to confefs that 
the arguments of the noble and learned Lord upon the woolfack 
made a very confiderable impreffion upon his mind; but where two 
fuch learned authorities differed, the fafeft way for a judge was to 
take the mildeft fide, and to lean in favour of the defendant, who | 
from his character and fituation was certainly: entitled to all the fa- 
vour that the Houfe could fhew him, wherever that favour could be 
fhewn with juttice. | 

As to the contracts, he fincerely wifhed he could acquit him 
upon all of them; but it appeared to him, that with refped to the 
opium contract he broke the orders of the Company, for the purpofe 
only of benefiting Mr. Sulivan, whom he muft have known he was 
about to benefit at the Company’s expence. 

Mr. Sulivan was at that time a young man, was juft come out 
to India, and was already appointed Judge Advocate, and had alfo 
a fituation in Mr. Haftings’s family ; fo that he could underftand 
very little of the culture of opium, nor could he refide upon the 
fpot, which, it appears by the evidence, the contractors fhould do, 
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for the benefit and fecurity of the riots. He was the fon of Mr. 
Sulivan, who was at that time chairman of the India Houfe, and 
was Mr. Haftings’s friend and protector, when he ftood in need of 
all the protection he could obtain, from the numerous enemies with 
which he was furrounded ; but that will not juftify Mr. Haftings 
for facrificing the intereft of his employers ina moment of fo much 
diftrefs, to make the fortune of Mr. Sulivan. 

At the fame time let it be ftated, and he fincerely hoped it might 
make a favourable impreffion upon the mind of their Lordfhips, 
that all the revenue which the Company have at any time derived, 
and are now deriving, from the article of opium, 1s entirely owing 
to Mr. Haftings, who refcued it from the hands of the Patna Coun- 
cil, to whom it was a perquifite; and that revenue from the year 
1772, when it was transferred to the Company, cannot have 
amounted to lefs than two millions fterling up to this time. 

But if the contract had been advertifed as the Directors had or- 
dered, it would have produced to the Company at leaft ten thoufand 
a year more than it did produce during the four years for which Su- 
livan held it: it did produce a great deal more during the {ubfequent 
four years tor which Sir John Macpherfon advertifed it ; it produced 
more ftill, during the next four years for which Lord Cornwallis 
advertifed it; and yet in thofe contracts a claufe was inferted, giv- 
ing to the Company the power to revoke the contract if they thought 
fit, which claufe did not intimidate the contractors from bidding, 
as it was fuppofed it might, and ought to have been inferted in Su- 
livan’s contract. It was, however, but juftice to Mr. Haftings to 
remark, that the preceding obfervations applied equally to the con- 
tract granted unanimoufly to Mackenzic, which the Commons had 
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not charged to be criminal; and it was certainly true, as anoble and 
learned Lord had obferved, that Mackenzie held the contracts pre- 
cifcly for the fame period, and upon the fame terms, that Mr. Su- 
livan had held it. But as it was granted to Mr. Mackenzie a fecond 
time, fo foonafter the Dire@tors’ difapprobation of his firft contract, 
his Lordfhip was inclined to believe that the whole Board conceived 
the opium contract not tocome within the rules preferibed for grant- 
ing contracts in general, 

Upon Aur-ol’s agency for rice, he owned he had for a Jong time 
had great doubts why fifteen per cent. was given, when Mr. Brodie 
proved that five per cent. was the ufual commiffion to merchants, 
and when Auriol was very glad to take it when offered to be reduced 
to five per cent.; but in anfwer to this, Barwell proves that fifteen 
per cent. was the conftant commiffion given for every article of fup- 
ply by the government. This affertion, though not applied to this 
particular cafe, is yet proved by various points of evidence which 
directly fupport it; and above all, it is proved that Fergufon, in 
Auguft, 1780, took the contract at fix rupees and cight annas the 
maund; Auriol, in December, 1780, offered to take it at the fame 
price, when Mr. Haftings propofed to him to take it upon a com- 
miffion of fifteen per cent. And he called upon the Houfe to obferve, 
that Brodic wrote word in September, 1781, that all the rice which 
was fo fent, was not only in general of a better quality, but coft 
above twenty per cent. lefs than that which was fupplied by con- 
tract. If it is faid, that this only proved that the contract with 
Fergufon was too high; it is to be obferved, when the fame article 
was advertifed in 4783, the loweft terms offered were within four 
annas of what Fergufon had received. 

As 
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_ As to influence, he did not fee with what view of influence this 
agency could be given: the charge indeed ftated, that it was given 
to Mr. Auriol by way of reward for his fervices ; but the moment 
the terms were agreed upon, Auriol left Calcutta for the benefit of 
his health, and the commiffion was not executed by his brother till 
the month of September following. 

As to Sir Eyre Coote’s allowances, he agreed entircly with the 
noble Earl, (Lord Mansfield,) that Mr. Haftings did perfely right 
not to take them off, under the peculiar circumftances of this cafe ; 
for it fhould be remembered, that Mr. Croftes’s letter to Mr. Briftow 
to pay them, was written at a time when Sir Eyre Coote’s very 
name wasa victory, and when it was of the utmoft confequence to 
the Company’s affairs that Sir Eyre fhould re-affume the command 
of the army in the Carnatic, which in point of juftice to his family 
he poffibly might have refufed to do, in the dangerous ftate of health 
in which he then was, as the expence which that command would 
require is known to be confiderable. 

His Lordfhip therefore faid, if he had been in Mr. Haftings’s 
fituation he would have done exactly the fame thing. 

So he would with refpe@ to the bullock contract, which was 
propofed by Sir Eyre Coote, who complained, as did the provincial 
Commander in Chief, General Stibbert, that the former contract 
was made upon fuch low terms, that the army fuffered effentially 
by it; and it would have been a very invidious tafk, and Mr. Hatt- 
ings would have had much to anfwer for, had he taken upon him- 
{elf to reject a motion fo made by the Commander in Chief, in whofe 
department it immediately was, and who was himfclf to fce to the 
execution of it in time of actual fervice: nor were the profits enor- 

4 mous, 


( 286 ) 


mous, as the charge itated; for Fergufon’s letter, fupported by 
the declaration of his book-keeper Farlie, proved that his profits 
were not fiftecn per cent. fubject to bad debts to the amount of a lack 
of rupecs, which 1s no very enormous compenfation when it is con- 
fidered how great the refponfibility is of fuch an undertaking, 
upon which the very exiftence of the army muft depend, and 
alfo how great the rifkis; for, if the Mahrattas had entered the 
provinces, as was expected, Fergufon muft have been utterly ru- 
ined. 

Nor did he fee any thing to object. to in the contract with Belli ; 
the fupply of the garrifon with provifions, &c. was held to be mae 
terial when it was propofed in 1778, in which opinion even Mr. 
Francis himfelf concurred ; that it was well executed, appears by 
the provifions having fold for above thirty per cent. more than they 
co{t government ; that the merchants were wrong in fuppofing 
twenty per cent. would bea fufficient agency, is proved by Johnfon’s 
account of the actual profit and lofs ; which upon fome articles was 
ninety per cent. 

His profits, he declares upon his honour, were but ten per cent. 
which did not amount, upon the average, to three thoufand a year. 
Though the Directors intended to reduce his contract to twenty per 
cent. that is, as much again as he actually received—his character 
is {poken to in the higheft terms by Sir Eyre Coote ; and afterwards 
by Sir John Macpherfon, and by Mr. Stables, when Mr. Belli left 
India. 

Having thus touched upon the principal points of the refolutions 
of the Committee, his Lordthip faid, he felt the good fenfe of an 
obfervation that had been made by a learned Lord, (Lord Loughbo- 
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rough) that the Houfe was trying the cafe, and not the man, and 
therefore he would forbear to travel at large into the wide field which 
prefented itfelf before them, of Mr. Haftings’s general merit and 
fervices ; but fo far he thought he might be at liberty to fay, that in 
a fituation the moft important, and under circumftances the moft 
trying and the moft mortifying in which any public man ever ftood, 
he had, by his exertions, and by the ftreneth and vigour of his mind, 
preferved an empire to the nation, which, without thofe exertions, 
might have been loft to it for ever. 

Lord THURLOW moved, that the refolutions contained in the 
report be read one by one, and a queftion put upon each. 

The firft refolution was read accordingly ; and then the LORD 
CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, and faid it appeared to him, 
that the only queftion that could be put in that ftage of the bufinefs 
was, ‘* That the report do lie on the table.” His Lordfhip obferved, 
that the report could not poffibly be made the ground of any effen- 
tial future proceeding ; if, however, any noble Lord had it in his 
contemplation to follow it up with any future proceeding, it ought 
to be ftated tothe Houfe what was to be the object of that propofed 
future proceeding, that their Lordfhips might fee their way, and 
know to what meafures they were to be induced. For his own part, 
he faw no poffible ufe that could be drawn from putting a vote upon 
each refolution contained in the report. If, by a refolution of the 
Houfe, the report was agreed to im foto, no practical end would be 
anfwered. A refolution of the Committee would not conclude any 
noble Lord as to his ulterior vote in Weftminfter Hall, nor indced 
would a refolution of the Houfe fo conclude him. Not having 
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fhould certainly be inclined to find the defendant guilty on moft of 
the charges ; and no preceeding that their Lordfhips could inftitute, 
would, he believed, perfuade him to depart from the line of conduct 
which he had laid down for himfelf as to his ulterior vote on each 
charge in Weftminfter Hall, If the coming to a refolution upon 
the report would at all tend to accelcrate the progrefs of the caufe, 
or aid the due adminiftration of juftice, he fhould have no objection ; 
but confidering that no farther proceeding had been intimated, or, 
as far as the Houfe was apprifed, was likely to be grounded on 
agrecing toit, he really was at a lofs toimagine what other queftion 
could be put than, ‘ that the report do lie on the table.” He hoped 
therefore that the noble and learned Lord would forego his motion, 
and confent that the report be laid on the table. 

Lord THURLOW declared himfelf to be fomewhat aftonifhed 
at the fort of objection that had been raifed by the noble and learned 
Lord to a queftion, which might almoft be ftated to be a queftion of 
form. He feared, however, if the noble and Icarned Lord’s rea- 
foning had been right in every part of it, their Lordfhips had gone 
fomewhat too far, to fall in with it, without a violation of order, 
and fomething like a grofs irregularity in the nature of their procccd- 
ings. The refolutions contained in the report had been read once, 
and the firft of them had been diftinctly read a fecond time, which 
amounted to the fame thing as if the queftion had been put upon it. 
The form of proceeding which he had moved, and in which the 
Houfe had already engaged, viz. reading the refolutions one by 
one, and by putting a queftion upon each, was neither more nor 
lefs than the ordinary courfe of proceeding in all fimilar cafes, 
When a report was brought from a Committee, either on a bill, 
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a petition, or any other matter fubmitted to the inveftigation of a 
Committee, and upon which matter of reference they came to 
more than one refolution, it was the uniform practice of either 
Houfe of Parliament to difpofe of the report in fome mode or 
other, either to re-commit it, to negative fome of the refolutions, 
and to agree with others, or to refolve their concurrence with the 
whole of the report. Undoubtedly, if the refolutions were all 
agreed to, it would not, as the noble and learned Lord had obferved, 
conclude any individual Peer, as to his ulterior vote in Weftminfter 
Hall. He was perfeQly aware that it did not, any more than agrce- 
ing to the report of a Committce to whom a petition had been re- 
ferred, on which the Chairman of that Committee was directed to 
afk leave to bring in a bill on the fubje@ matter of that petition, 
conclude any one member as to his giving his free opinion and vote 
in the difcuffion of the principle and claufes of fuch a bill, when it 
fhould come before either Houfe of Parliament. Every member 
well knew that cach ftage of the bill was open to debate and oppofi- 
tion, and that their opinions, and the mode of {tating them, were not 
in the fmalleft degree fettered or embarrafled by their having agreed 
to the report, which went no farther than to indicate the fort of bill 
to be brought in. They were, neverthelcfs, free to object to the 
principle, to any of the claufes, and, in fhort, to every part of the 
bill that they chofe to refift. The noble and learned Lord’s motion 
did what, perhaps, he was not himfelf aware of—it went to coun- 
teract the original purpofe for which their Lordfhips had gone into 
a Committee. He thought it had then been underftood, that it 
would be more convenient for deliberation to difcufs the evidence ad- 
duced on the part of the profecution and defence in the form of a 
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Committee than in a Houfe, and, confequently, he had no idea that 
any noble Lord would object to difpofing of the report in the ufual 
manner that all reports from Committees were difpofed of ; and in 
the prefent inftance it was more efpecially proper, as the fulleft dif- 
cuffion of every part of the impeachment was defireable, and no 
mode of proceeding could admit of more opportunity of free difcuf- 
fion, than the mode of reading the refolutions one by one, and put- 

ting a diftinct queftion upon each. 
~The Earl of CAERNARVON could not agree with the noble 
and Jearned Lord, but thought dire@ly the contrary. He fpoke from 
the noble and learned Lord’s own words, if he underftood them 
rightly, that the form of going into a Committee was adopted for 
the fake of more free and ample difcuffion of the evidence. Why 
then fhould the noble and learned Lord wifh to commit the Houfe, 
by calling upon them to agree to the refolutions come to by the Com- 
mittee, and thus embarrafs their ultimate vote in Weftminfter. Hall 2 
What end would it anfwer, or what fervice would it do to the caufe ? 
It would merely fecure the entry of their Lordfhips concurrence, if 
they fhould concur with the refolutions of the Committee, upon their 
Journals, which would neceffarily throw a difficulty in the way of 
their ulterior decifion ; and embarrafs all their future proceedings. 
Poffibly fome noble Lords might think it neceffary to call for the 
opinion of the judges on particular points of evidence, that appeared 
to be matters of law, and, perhaps, he might himfelf with to have 
their opinion on one or two points. The Houfe, pending the trial 
in Weftminfter Hall, had frequently thought it neceffary to confult 
the judges upon parts of the proceeding, that depended on legal con- 
ftruction, but they had never once been called upon or confulted by 
the 
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the Committee, where their advice feemed to be the more neceffary, 
as the cafe was reduced within a narrower compafs than before, and 
the whole ground of difcuffion was confined to the evidence. His 
Lordfhip farther faid, that the judgment to be delivered in Wett- 
minfter Hall was a matter of confcientious opinion, and therefore 
he conceived that no other queftion than that ftated by the noble and 
Jearned Lord on the woolfack, viz. that the report do lie upon the 
table, could or ought to be put. 

Lord THURLOW rofe again, and faid, the queftion fuggefted 
by the noble and learned Lord on the woolfack was directly in the 
teeth of parliamentary ufage and precedent; whereas the mode of 
proceeding that he had propofed, and which the Houfe had in fa@ 
adopted, was confonant to the uniform practice of Parliament. 
Whichever of the two modes was adopted, was, his Lordfhip ob- 
ferved, a matter of perfect indifference in itfelf; but it would be fa- 
tal, were their Lordfhips rafhly to form a precedent altogether new, 
and direétly in defiance of the wifdom and experience of their an- 
ceftors, who had fettled a mode of proceeding fo immediately the 
reverfe of that contended for. The proceeding in Sacheverell’s cafe 
was ftated in the report of the Committee appointed by their Lord- 
fhips to fearch for precedents, and there their Lordfhips would fee, 
that although there were differences of opinion re{pecting parts of the 
impeachment, the Houfe came to a vote upon each article before 
they delivered their verdict in Weftminfter Hall: he, therefore, faw 
no reafon why they fhould not in this inftance do the fame, the more 
efpecially as it really concluded nothing that could affect the judg- 
ment that each individual Peer fhould think it his confcientious 
duty to pronounce in Weftminfter Hall. 
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The Earl of LAUDERDALE ‘aid, he had not attended the 
Committee, neither did he mean to take any part in the progrefs of 
the caufe, for obvious reafons ; but the prefent fubje€t of debate he 
confidered entirely to be a queftion of form, refpe@ting which he was 
at liberty to deliver his opinion, without in the fmalleft degree in- 
terfering with the impeachment or the trial. He could not help 
thinking that the mode of proceeding contended for by the noble and 
learned Lord (Thurlow,) viz. to read the refolutions one by one, 
and come to a diftinct vote upon each, would be, to be guilty of the 
height of ridicule and abfurdity. It involved this ftrange dilemma, 
and poffible injuftice to the defendant ; their Lordfhips might acquit 
him of all the charges in their Chamber of Parliament, and find 
him guilty as a Court of Juftice in Weftminfter Hall. Whatever 
vote they came to refpecting the trial in the Houfe, would of courfe 
be entered on their Journals; and if a verdict of a different fort 
fhould be pronounced by their Lordfhips judicially, the defendant 
would have juft caufe to complain of the contradiction and incon- 
fiftency of their proceedings. On the other hand, how much more 
unjuft would it be if the Houfe fhould diffent from the refolutions 
contained in the report of the Committee, and noble Lords fhould 
neverthelefs individually acquit Mr. Haftings in Weftminfter Hall? 
He would, in that cafe, have caufe to complain of being fent down 
to judgment under prejudice, and of ftanding criminated on their 
Lordfhip’s Journals, although he had been acquitted and pronounced 
innocent by the higheft court in the kingdom, and the only court 
competent to decide upon his guilt or innocence in refpcct to the va- 
rious matters charged againft him. In faét, the Earl faid, the fole 
aim feemed to be to obtain the vote of the Houfe in concurrence with 
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the report, for the fake of entering it on the Journals, and he faw 
not what ufeful purpofe that was to anfwer. With regard to what 
the noble and learned Lord had faid of the ufual courfe of proceed- 
ing with the reports of Committees on petitions or bills, the prefent 
cafe was not to be compared with the report of a Committee on a 
bill, or the appeal of an individual even in an ordinary judicial 
caufe. It was perfectly new in itfelf, altogether unprecedented, 
and of the higheft importance, as it involved the national character 
on points the moft tender, delicate, and facred. He had as much 
reverence, the Earl faid, for precedents eftablifhed by the wifdom 
of their anceftors, and founded in good fenfe, as any noble Lord 
could entertain ; but he was neither afhamed nor afraid to fay, that 
where a precedent, of however long ftanding, was pregnant with 
the utmoft ridicule and abfurdity, he thought it high time to make 
a new cafe, and form a precedent eftablifhed on lefs queftionable 
grounds, and on grounds more reconcileable to common fenfe.— 
The noble and learned Lord had cited the procecdingss of the Houfe 
in the cafe of Dr. Sacheverell, but he faw no reafon for implicitly 
adopting the fame line of condud@t; it might be proper in that 
cafe, and altogether improper in the prefent. His Lordflip added 
a few more obfervations, and declared he fhould give his vote for 
the queftion which the noble and learned Lord on the woolfack 
had fuggefted. 

Lord THURLOW faid, he withed that thofe noble Lords who 
were fuch eager advocates for reform on all occafions, when they 
ftated their fentiments in application to matters of judicial proceed- 
ing, would not direct their ideas to burying in their own ruins all 
the ancient eftablifhments, and approved forms and principles of 
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adminiftering jufticc, without at the fame time taking care to be 
ready to fuggeft and build up fomething better, more conducive 
to the ends of juftice, and more likely to promote the grand object 
in all matters of judicial proceeding. The mode that he had 
moved, and which in fact the Houfe had adopted, of reading the 
refolutions contained in a report a fecond time one by one, was 
the mode moft confonant to the invariable practice of Parliament 
for centuries, and it beft admitted of full and free difcuffion in 
the Houfe of each charge to which the refolutions of the Committee 
refpectively referred. With regard to its having any tendency to 
commit their Lordfhips in any fubfequent ftage of the bufinefs, 
it certainly had not the {malleft effect of that kind, and he begged 
their Lordfhips to recollect, that they had already gone too far to 
allow them to adopt the motion of the noble and Jearned Lord on 
the woolfack. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, in reply, that he looked 
with as much reverence to the precedents eftablifhed by their ancef- 
tors as any man, when he was fatisfied they were founded in wif- 
dom and good fenfe; but he was not complaifant enough to adopt 
their abfurdities, and fupport fuch as were open to ridicule. It had 
ferved the noble and learned Lord’s purpofe better to dwell upon 
that part of his fpeech, that implies a wifh to introduce a new prac- 
tice, and might admit of the ufe of the word ‘* reform,” than to 
anfwer the arguments which he had urged. In order, therefore, 
that what he had ftated might not be Joft fight of, he would remind 
their Lordfhips of the injuftice the defendant might poffibly have to 
complain of, by unneceffarily entering upon their Journals what the 
sefult of their opinions upon the report of their Committee was, 
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which might eventually be contradi@ted by the verdi& given in 
Weftminfter Hall. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON faid, that the precedents on ordi- 
nary proceedings on reports of Committees to the Houfe, could 
have no analogy with the -prefent cafe. We have hitherto adopted 
a mode of proceeding liable to great objection, and the abfurdity in- 
creafes every ftep: the Houfe has referred to the Committee the 
difcuffion of a fubjeét in which the confciences of the Committee 
alone are concerned, and they are now inclined to treat the cafe as 
one where they had referred to the Committee a fubject for their 
examination and inveftigation, in order to collect matter to enable 
the Houfe to at upon. In ordinary cafes, the Committec take the 
labour of inquiry ; they have power to arrange, digett, and report 
materials ; but they have no power nor authority to act ; their pro- 
ceedings are ineffectual, without the fanction or authority of the 
Houfe: in the prefent cafe, the Houfe has no authority ; its ap- 
probation and concurrence can have no more effect than its difap- 
probation and difagreement on the opinion of the Committee. The 
Lords who attended Weftminfter Hall as judges of Mi. Haftings, 
have difcuffed the fubject in a Committee in obedience to the orders 
of the Houfe ; they have reported their proceedings and opinion; if 
the Houfe fhould difagree with them in opinion (and a queftion put 
to concur with the Committee implies the poffibility of difagrecing) 
the Committee will certainly confider that opinion as nugatory as 
the difapprobation of any other large body of men would be, which 
neither could nor ought to influence judges in the exercife of their 
duty, and the difcharge of their confciences. They will go into 
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effectual and legal difcharge or condemnation of Mr. Haftings, how. 
ever it may differ from the opinion of the Houfe, compofed of 
Peers who have not attended the trial ; it would therefore be more 
becoming the dignity of this Houfe to let the report lie on the table, 
without making any order on it, becaufe none can be made that is 
confiftent with common fenfe. It is certainly true that the objec- 
tion would have been as valid to going into a Committee; but the 
difcuffion was thought by many of ufe; it cannot be of ufe to pufh 
it toan abfurdity out of refpect to form, efpecially when an attachs 
“ment to form will lead us to a poffible injuftice as well as abfurdity. 
Af the Houfe fhould be of opinion that the Committee are miftaken, 
and that Mr. Haftings is guilty, the Committee being compofed of 
thofe Peers who have attended Weftminfter Hall, and are the judges 
in this trial, will neverthelefs prevail in acquitting him, and the 
Houfe, who are not his judges, will have ineffectually and extra 
judicially flandered his reputation, and delivered down to pofterity 
a libel upon the defendant, and acenfure upon his judges. I do 
not know what the precedents are, but I know that the prefent trial, 
from its extraordinary length, differs fo materially from every other 
on the records of Parliament, that no precedent can apply. The 
objeCtion might not have occurred in fhort trials, where all the 
Peers attended the whole trial; and the fame perfons decided all 
queftions on that trial, whether in Weftminfter Hall as judges, or 
in the Committce and in the Houfe of Peers—the place and form, 
not the fubftance, was changed A no difference of opinion on the 
fame points was to be apprehended: but in a trial of-fo many years, 
where variety of changes by death or creation have taken place, and 
many from illnefs and fatigue have not attended the conclufion who 
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attended the commencement of the trial; and at length the judges 
are reduced to lefs than thirty ; in fuch a cafe, the judges bear no 
proportion to the Houfe of Peers, who are to vote upon the report 
of the Committee, and who may, without inconfiftency, differ with 
the judges, though they cannot influence their confcience or their 
condu&. If the forms of the Houfe do not admit the propofition, 
that the report do lie upon the table, the previous queftion muft 
enable the Houfe to get rid of a queftion not fit to be put. I fhall 
therefore move the previous queftion. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR a fecond time left the woolfack 
to maintain his former argument, and to affert that any farther or 
different line of proceeding would be perfectly inept and nugatory. 
The noble and Icarned Lord, he faid, could not be ignorant, that 
when a queftion upon a point of law had been folemnly argued at the 
bar, previous to the judges of the Court delivering their opinion 
fingulatim from the bench, it was ufual to hold a confultation, when 
the grounds of the argument on both fides were difcuffed ; objec- 
tions, as they rofe in the mind of each judge, were ftarted, confi- 
dered by the other judges, and anfwered, as far as reply fug- 
gefted itfelf ; and after due confideration of the whole matter, the 
judges proceeded to deliver their opinions in Court: but it was 
no unufual matter for cach judge to adherc to his original opinion, 
and to ftate it, with the reafons for it, from the bench. In lke 
manner, his Lordfhip confidered that ftage of the bufinefs. The 
Houfe was holding a confultation with refpect to their fubfe- 
quent mode of proceeding, and the more free and unfettcred it was, 
the better in his judgment. The Committee had certainly afforded 
{cope for much valuable difcuffion; it had been the means of 
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throwing a confiderable degree of light on the evidence, and had 
certainly removed a great deal of difficulty in regard to the forma- 
tion of an ultimate judgment on the caufe ; but to what purpofe pafs 
a vote on the report, when it was agreed on all hands that it would 
conclude nothing ? 

Lord THURLOW once more rofe and faid, he had heard 
nothing that weighed in his mind fufficiently to juftify a departure 
from precedent and long eftablifhed cuftom. The noble and learned 
Lord had aptly enough compared their prefent fituation to that of 
the judges of any Court in Weftminfter Hall, holding a confulta- 
tion after a folemn argument at bar, previous to their delivering their 
opinions fingulatim in Court. How did their Lordfhips difpofing of 
the report one way or another apply as an objection? Whether 
they agreed to the report, or negatived any part of it, they were 
as free to hold a confultation upon their refpective opinions as ever. 
His Lordfhip having adverted to the Earl of Middlefex’s cafe, ftated 
in the former report of a Committee of their Lordfhips, mentioned 
what had been the proceedings of the Houfe previous to the giving 
judgment in Weftminfter Hall. He added farther reafoning, but 
fteadily adhered to his firft argument, declaring, that if any quef- 
tion was put in that ftage of the proceeding, other than to agree to 
the refolution that had been read, it could only be the previous 
queftion. 

On the queftion being put by the Lord Chancellor, on the pre- 
vious queftion, viz. ‘* That this queftion be now put,” the num- 
bers were, | 

Contents, 6; Not Contents, 14. 
The 
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The remaining refolutions were then, by confent, read fhort, and 


apreed to. 
Ordered, That the impeachment be taken into farther confidera- 


tion on Friday next. 





Fripay, April 17. 


Lord THURLOW profe, and faid, the next point to be adjufted 
was, the mode and form of the queftions to be put to their Lordfhips 
individually, when they gave judgment in Weftminfter Hall, on 
the impeachment of Warren Haftings, Efq. From the moment 
that their Lordfhips had taken the fubject into their confideration, 
after the cafe had been clofed on both fides in the Court below, it 
had been fettled that the articles fhould be difcuffed feparately, not 
only article by article, but charge by charge, as many as were found 
to be contained in each article. His Lordfhip faid, that he had fug- © 
gefted this mode of difcuffion, in the firft inftance, in order to re- 
move obvious difficulty and avoid embarraffment, which muft have 
been the cafe, where any difference of opinion was likely to be enter 
tained; and in order to leave each noble Lord perfectly free and 
unfettered as to the operation of his judgment, upon every one dif- 
tinct criminal charge. As far as the nature of the cafe fhould be 
found to require it, his own opinion was, that the fame line of con- 
duct ought to be purfued with regard to the queftions to be put in 
Weftminfter Hall: where there were feveral diftin@ charges con- 
tained in one article, it would, he conceived, be proper to put 
feveral diftinct queftions. Heowned, however, he had beena good 
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deal ftruck with the opinion ftated by the noble and learned Lor, 
when difcuffing the firft article, viz. that although it confifted of 
feveral facts averred to be matters of diftinét criminal charge, yet that 
all of them collectively amounted only to one material charge of 
high crime and mifdemeanor; and that, had the article been pro- 
perly drawn, the arreft would perhaps have been the only, or at leaft 
the principal charge averred in the firft article. It was indifputably 
true, that they were but fo many conftituent parts of one whole, 
and were fo far relatively connected, that, though feparately aver- 
red, they might all, without embarraffment or difficulty, be com- 
prehended in one queftion to this effect: ‘* Is the defendant, 
“* Warren Haftings, guilty of the charges of high crime and mif- 
<¢ demeanor contained in the firft article of the impeachment?” His 
Lordfhip faid, he wifhed to hear the fentiments of other noble 
Lords, before he moved it as a queftion to be put. 

Lord RADNOR faid, he had fome difficulty in regard to the 
firft article. It confifted of various charges, with refpect to fome of 
which, he might think Mr. Haftings criminal, and with refpeét to 
others, he might deem him innocent. He thought it might be 
confidered as divifible under five diftinét heads of charge, in 
which cafe every noble Lord, who entertained a different opinion 
upon the different charges, might fatisfy his confcience and his 
judgment, by anfwering, as he was convinced, to the queftion 
that fhould be put upon each. He did not, however, mean to 
offer any rcfiftance to the motion; he wifhed, neverthelefs, to hear 
the opinions of other noble Lords on the fubject, with refpect to 


the law and juftice of the cafe, and in refpect to the mode of de- 
livering judgment. 
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The LORD CHANCELLOR aid, that as the noble and 
learned Lord had already ftated, the article certainly did contain 
feveral charges feparately averred, but moft of them were not fub- 
ftantive charges, only matters of aggravation, and tending to lead 
to, and fubftantiate the material facts that were, in the confidera- 
tion of law and juftice, the high crimes and mifdemeanors to be 
decjded upon. He thought, therefore, the whole article might be 
comprehended under the fingle queftion of—Is the defendant guilty, 
or not guilty, of the high crimes and mifdemeanors charged in 
the firft article. 

Lord THURLOW faid, the opinion of the noble Earl was cer- 
tainly of weight, and entitled to great refpect ; if it was generally 
the wifh of their Lordfhips to fubdivide the article, and put five 
diftinét queftions, he had no objection; but he really faw no 
occafion for it, as the fine, the arreft, and the depolition of Cheyt 
Sing conftituted the effential charge, and the other facts averred 
as matters of criminal charge, were either to be decmcd matters 
of aggravation, or inducements to the material charge. His Lorde 
fhip having farther explained the grounds of argument, which 
had induced him to entertain the opinion he had before ftated to 
their Lordfhips refpe@ing the Benares article, moved the queftion 
in form, as he had firft propofed. it; which having been unani- 
moufly agreed to, 

Lord Thurlow moved, ‘* That each Peer give his anfwer to the 
queftion, by laying his right hand on his breaft, and faying, Gy:/ry, 
or Not Guilty, upon my honour.—Ordered. 

Lord Thurlow next obferved, that the article concerning the 
treatment of the Begums, certainly confifted of two parts: the 
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violation of the Company’s guarantee was one, and the refump- 
tion of the jaghires, and feizing of the treafures in poffeffion of 
the Begum, the other ;. but as one led to the other, and both were 
connected, he thought both might be comprehended under one 
queftion, and fhould move accordingly, unlefs fome noble Lord 
fhould object to it. No objection being offered, the queftion was fo 
put and agreed to. 

The next article, being the fixth, contarng the feveral chases 
re{fpecting the prefents, 

The Earl of MANSFIELD rofe and faid, he thought that the 
charges contained in that article ftood on fuch different grounds from 
each other, and were fo diftiné in their nature, that they could not 
be comprehended under one general queftion of Guilty or Not Guilty; 
becaufe, if that was the cafe, how could thofe who thought the 
defendant guilty of any one charge of taking a prefent, acquit him 
upon the whole article? Or, on the other hand, how could thofe 
who thought him innocent of fome, but guilty of others, condemn 
him upon the whole? Until he was better advifed, his Lordfhip 
faid, he fhould think the feveral diftinét charges required as many 
diftin@ queftions to be put refpecting them. 

Lord WALSINGHAM faid, he felt exactly in the fame manner 
re{fpecting the article relative to the contracts ; in fome inftances he . 
might think Mr. Haftings criminal; in others not fo: and there- 
fore he felt the neceffity of putting diftinct queftions on each head of 
charge contained in the fourth article. _ 

Lord THURLOW faid, it was enough to incline him to agree 
to put feparate qucftions, to hear that any one Lord defired or felt it 

proper 
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proper to meet the refpective charges contained in the two articles of 
prefents and contracts, with diftinét and feparate queftions. 

Diftine queftions were accordingly agreed to be put and taken 
Jfagulatim, on the fix charges contained in the fixth article, viz. the 
prefents which Mr. Haftings was charged to have corruptly taken in 
the years 1772, 1773, and 1774; the prefents of two lacks’ of 
rupees corruptly received and taken from Sadanund, the buxy of 
the Rajah Cheyt Sing; the fum of money amounting to four lacks 
of rupecs taken and received from Kelleram, on behalf of himfelf 
and a certain perfon called Cullian Sing; the fum of fifty-eight thou- 
fand rupees received and taken as a prefent from Nundoolol ; the 
prefent of ten lacks of rupees taken and received from the Vizier at 
Chunar, in September, 1781; and a fum of money amounting to 
thirty-four thoufand pounds fterling, charged as firft fraudulently 
folicited as a loan, and afterwards as corruptly and illegally taken 
and retained as a prefent from Rajah Nobkiffen. 

Seven diftincét queftions were ordered, in like maner, to be put 
fingulatim on the fourth article, viz. the opium contract, granted to. 
Mr. Stephen Sulivan for four years, without advertifing the fame, 
and on terms glaringly extravagant, and wantonly profufe; the 
having borrowed money at a large intereft to advance to the con 
tractor for opium, and engaging the Eaft-India Company in a 
{mugegling adventure to China; granting the bullock contract to 
Charles Croftes, Efq. granting the provifion of bullocks by agency 
to Sir Charles Blunt; the feveral. allowances to Sir Eyre Coote, and 
directed to be paid him by the Vizier; the appointment of James 
Peter Auriol, Efq. to be agent for the purchafe of fupplies for relief 


of the prefidency of Madras, and the other prefidencies in India, 
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with a commiffion of fifteen per cent. and the appointment of 
John Belli, Efgq. to be agent for the fupply of ftores and provifions 
for the garrifon of Fort William, in Bengal, with a commiffion 
of thirty per cent. | 
It was then moved and agreed to, that the queftions to be put, 
be printed for the ufe of their Lordfhips, and are as follows. 


Queflions to be put to the Lords in Weftminfter Hall, on the impeach- 
ment of Warren Hastincs, E/g. 


Die Veneris, 197° Aprilis, 1795. 


Refolved, by the Lords fpiritual and temporal in Parliament 
affembled, that the following queftions be put to the Lords in Weft- 
minfter Hall, viz. 

1. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged by the Commons in the firft arti- 
cle of charge? 

2. Is Warren Haftings Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged by the Commons in the fecond 
article of charge? 

3. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the faid Warren 
Haftings having, in the years 1772, 1773, and 1774, corruptly 
taken the feveral fums of money charged to have been taken by. him 
in the faid years from the feveral perfons in the faid article particu- 
larly mentioned ? 


4. Is 
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4. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, on or 
before the 26th of June, 1780, corruptly received and taken from 
Sadanund, the Buxy of the Rajah Cheyt Sing, the fum of two 
lacks of rupees as a prefent or gift ? 

5. Is Warren Haftings, Efg. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, in Oc- 
tober, 1780, taken and received from Kellcram, on bchalf of him- 
{elf and a certain perfon called Cullian Sing, a fum of money 
amounting to four lacks of rupecs, in confideration of letting to 
them certain lands in the province of Bahar in perpetuity, contrary 
to his duty, and to the injury of the Eaft-India Company ? 

6. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons tn 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as rclates to his having, in the 
the year 1781, received and taken as a prefent from Nundoolol the 
fum of fifty-eight thoufand rupees? 

”. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemcanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, on or 
about the month of September, 1781, at Chunar in the province of 
Oude, contrary to his duty, taken and received as a prefent from 
the Vizier the fum of ten lacks of rupees? 

8. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, -or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo fay as relates to his having firft 
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fraudulently {olicited as a loan, and of his having afterwards cor- 
ruptly and illegally taken and retained as a prefent or gift, from 
Rajah Nobkiffen, a fum of money amounting to 34,000]. fterling ; 
and of his having, without any allowance from the Directors, or 
any perfon authorifed to grant fuch allowance, applied the fame to 
his own ufe, under pretence of difcharging certain expences, faid 
to be incurred by the faid Warren Haftings in his public capacity ? 

g. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, in 
the year 1781, granted a contract for the provifion of opium for 
four years, to Stephen Sulivan, Efq. without advertifing for the 
fame, and upon terms glaringly extravagant and wantonly profufe, 
for the purpofe of creating an inftant fortune to the faid Stephen 
Sulivan ? 

10. Is Warren Hattings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having bor- 
rowed moncy at a large intereft for the purpofe of advancing the 
fame to the contractor for opium, and engaging the Eaft-India 
Company in a {muggling adventure to China ? 

11. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the contract for 
bullocks, granted to Charles Croftes, Efq.? 

12. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
erimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon’ him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having 
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granted the provifion of bullocks to Sir Charles Blunt, by the 
mode of agency? | 

13. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons 
in the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the feveral 
allowances charged to have been made to Sir Eyre Coote, and 
directed to be paid by the Vizier for the ufe of the faid Sir Eyre 
Coote ? 

14. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the appointment 
of James Peter Auriol, Efg. to be agent for the purchafe of fup- 
plies for the relief of the prefidency of Madras, and all the other 
prefidencies in India, with a commiffion of fifteen per cent. ? 

15. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the appointment 
of John Belli, Efq. to be agent for the fupply of ftores and provi- 
fions for the garrifon of Fort William in Bengal, with a commiffion 
of thirty per cent. ? 

16. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of the 
refidue of the high crimes and mifdemeanors, or any of them, 
charged upon him by the impeachment of the Commons ? 

Refolved, by the Lords fpiritual and temporal, in Parliament 
affembled, that the faid queftions fhall be feverally put in Weift- 
minfter Hall to each of the Lords, beginning with the junior 


Baron; and that the only anfwer fhall be given by each Lord in 
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thefe thefe words ;—‘' Guilty, upon my honour;” or, ‘ Not 
‘“¢ Guilty, upon my honour ;”” laying his right hand on his breaft. 

Lord Thurlow concluded with moving that their Lordfhips pro- 
ceed farther in Weftminfter Hall with the impeachment of Warren 
Haftings, Efg. on Thurfday next, and that notice of the fame be 
fent to the Houfe of Commons. 

Ordered, that this Houfe do proceed farther in the trial of War- 


ren Haftings, Efg. on Thurfday morning next, at ten of the clock, 
in Weftminfter Hall. 


Tuurspay, April 23. 


The LORD CHANCELLOR having given notice the pre- 
ceding day that he would come down to the Chamber of Parlia- 
ment at eleven next morning, in order, as foon as their Lordfhips 
fhould affemble, to fend the Commons word that they were ready 
to proceed to Weftminfter Hall, to give judgment on the impeach- 
ment of Warren Haftings, E{q. the Lords who meant to pronounce 
a verdi@ upon the feveral queftions fngu/atim, previoully fettled to 
be put to each individual Peer who went into the Hall to fit in his 
robes as a judge upon the impeachmeant, were prefent about twelve 
o'clock. 

The Lord Chancellor then rofe, and defired that farther direc- 
tions might be given concerning the farther proceedings upon the 
trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. in Weftminfter Hall. 

It was moved to leave out in the fixteenth queftion, agreed to be 
put to the Lords in Weftminfter Hall, after the words, ‘‘ not guilty 
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of,” the following words, ‘‘the refidue of the.” The fame was 
agreed to, and ordered accordingly. ‘Then it was moved to leave 
out in the fame queftion, after ‘* mifdemeanors,” the words ‘* or 


99 


any of them ;”’ the fame was agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 
It was next moved to infert in the fame queftion, after the words 
‘by the,” the following words, viz. ‘‘ the refidue of the:” agreed 
to, and ordered accordingly. 

Then it was moved to amend the refolution touching the man- 
ner of putting the queftions to the Lords in Weftminfter Hall, by 
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leaving out the word ‘‘ put,” after the word ‘‘ feverally ;’” and in- 
ferting inftead thereof the word ‘‘ ftated:” agreed to, and ordered 
accordingly. Alfo in the fame refolution, after the words ‘* Weft- 
minfter Hall,” to infert the words ‘and the following queftion 
put:” the fame was agreed to, and ordered accordingly. Alfo in 
the fame refolution, after the words ‘junior Baron,”’ to infert the 
following words, ‘‘ Is Warren Haftings, Efgq. guilty, or not 
guilty?” the fame was agreed to, and ordered accordingly. Then 
it was agreed by the Houfe and ordered, that the Lord Chancellor 
having taken the votes upon each of the faid queftions, fhall de- 
clare the majority to the Houfe, and alfo to the defendant, as foon 
as he fhall be brought to. the bar. 

The Earl of CAERNARVON obferved, that the 16th queftion 
ordered to be put to the Peers in Weftminfter Hall, notwithftanding 
the alteration it had received, left him in confiderable embarrafl- 
ment, as he doubted whether it was poffible to give to it the fimple 
anfwer.of Guilty or Not Guilty, and the. order of the Houfe pro- 
hibited a-qualified or fpecial verdict. 

The 
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The divifion of the articles of impeachment into feveral queftions 
to be put to the Peers as judges, has not been done with fufficient 
accuracy ; fo that feveral matters (contained in the four articles 
particularly difcuffed in the Committee) which are criminally 
charged in their refpective articles, have been in the fubdivifion 
omitted, and will therefore neither. meet with acquittal nor con- 
demnation, except under the laft fweeping queftion: any perfon 
who will compare the articles of impeachment exhibited by the 
Commons, and anfwered by the defendant, with the evidence ad- 
duced, will fee that the queftions do not cover all the matter crimi- 
nally charged in the articles; and confequently if no more accurate 
fubdivifion is made, or more comprehenfive queftion put, as in the 
1ft and 2d articles, much criminal matter will efcape judgment ; 
as for inftance (amongft many others) in the article relating to con 
tracts, the exorbitant fum given to Mr. Fergufon for the relin- 
quifhment of the bullock contract, which might have been termi- 
nated by notice without any expence, is charged criminally by the 
Commons, and is neither comprehended in the terms of the 11th 
nor 12th queftions. Several articles exhibited by the Commons, 
and anfwered by the defendant in his reply at the bar, and opened 
generally by the Managers, have been fupported by witneffes and 
evidence, produced in the courfe of the difcuffion, of the particular 
articles {pecially opened, as jn the ad article, much evidence was 
produced, and fome admitted only as applicable to parts of the gth, 
toth, and 1ith, and other articles, and yet no queftion, except 
the laft or 16th queftion, comprehends thofe matters which, whe- 
ther fufficiently proved or fufficiently refuted, remain a fubject to 
the judgment of the Court; though the Managers did not think fit 
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to open them particularly, or dwell farther og them after the evidence 
they hadalready given. The 2d article on the fubject of the Begums 
is fo much involved in all thofe matters which refpect the treaty of 
Chunar, and the conduct of Mr. Haftings towards the Nabob of 
Oude, that the evidence effential to one could not in poffibility be in- 
different to the others. The 16th queftion fuppofes a refidue of mat- 
ter criminally charged ; for if there is no fuch refidue, the queftion 
is idle and nugatory; if there is more than one fingle fact criminally 
charged in that refidue, the queftion fhould be fo framed as to enable 
thofe who are to decide, to affirm Guilty or not Guilty, not only of 
the whole but of any part.. The terms of the 16th queftion, as now 
altered, feem capable of an interpretation by which the anfwer of 
Guilty muft be fuppofed to apply to all the refidue charged in the 
original articles of impeachment ; and the phrafe of Not Guilty may 
{ecm to imply that he was guilty of no part. To neither of thefe 
conclufions does the evidence permit me to fubfcribe, and confe- 
quently I fhould be obliged, in difobedience to the order of the 
Houfe, to give a qualified judgment to the 16th queftion, which 
might occafion an adjournment to the Chamber of Parliament, an 
event productive of inconvenience and ill effect, to be avoided if pof- 
fible; and the alteration of the words, or at leaft an explanation 
from the Houfe that the anfwer of Guilty to the 16th queftion is to 
be underftood to mean that the defendant is guilty of high crimes 
and mifdemeanors charged in fome part of the refidue, will remove 
all the difficulty, and no more minute fubdivifion wilt then be ne- 
ceflary, unlefs the defendant fhould be found guilty, im which cafe 
alone a more accurate calculation of the quantum of guilt muft pre- 


eede any poffible punifhment. 
| Lord 
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Lerd THURLOW faid, he could not avoid expreffing his fur- 
prife at the obfervations made by the noble Earl in the prefent ftage 
of the bufincfs. He called to the recolle@ion of their Lordfhips, 
that in the various difcuffions which this important fubject had re- 
ceived, he had repeatedly defired every noble Lord who entertained 
a doubt upon any allegation in any article, to propofe a queftion 
either in a Committee of the whole Houfe, or in the Houfe, upon 
the report. It was at the fuggeftion of different Lords, that the 
Various queftions were propofed on which they were that day to vote 
in Weftminfter Hall. The noble Earl made no objection to their 
Lordfhips’ taking the fecone article in a fingle queftion, nor to the 
divifion of the fourth article into five queftions. The noble Earl 
did not abje& to their Lordfhips’ comprifing all the other points on 
which the Commons had given no evidence, as well as the remain- 
der of the articles on which evidence was given, ina fingle quef- 
tion. If he had, their Lordfhips might have come to twenty-fix, 
inftead of fixteen, verdicts in Weftminfter Hall. Lord Thurlow 
Said, he had fubdivided the matter on which evidence had been 
given, according to his ideas of the importance of the fubject ; but 
he never prefumed to limit the noble Earl, or any other noble Lord, 
and therefore, if the divifion had not been made with fufficient ac- 
curacy, inthe noble Earl’s opinion, he muft fay the noble Ear] him- 
felf was to blame; he had attended the difcuffion through every 
{tage, and the noble Earl might have fubmitted his ideas to the 
. Houfe as often as he thought proper. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, who had firft fu gecfted the pro- 
priety of thofe amendments in the queftions which the Houfe had 
— next {tated the neceffity of deciding that he ought to be at 
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liberty not to ftate to cach Lord the whole queftion, as it would lead 
into great length, and anfwer no ufeful purpofe, fince ftating it once 
at large, previous to his beginning to put the queftion upon it to each 
individual Peer, beginning with the junior Baron, would as effectu- 
~ ally anfwer the end, and fave their Lordfhips much time; but it 
was neceffary to make an order to this effcét, as the literal import of 
the order already made required that he fhould repeat each queflion 
to every Peer, on defiring him to fay whether the defendant was 
guilty or not guilty of each particular charge. 

Lord THURLOW and feveral other Lords declared their appro- 
bation of the propofed amendment. 

A few words paffed as to the conduct eventually to be held, if the 
Managers for the Commons fhould infift on {peaking ; but as it did 
not appear probable that the Managers would urge any fuch claim, 
nothing was fettled on that point. Had the Managers, thercfore, 
claimed it as their right, the Lords, in all probability, would have 
retired to their Chamber of Parliament to debate the propricty of the 
claim, and adjuft the decifion upon it. 

The order of the day being read for the proceeding farther in the 
trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. upon the articles of impeachment 
brought up againft him by the Commons, for high crimes and mif- 
demeanors, the Lords were called over by the clerk at the table. 
Then the houfe was adjourned into Weftminfter Hall, and the Lords 
proceeded there at half after twelve in the ufual form, and after 
making an obeifance refpectively to the throne, being feated in 
their places, according to their rank of peerage, the Houfe was re- 
fumed. 
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Proclamation having been made in the ufual way, Warren Haft- 
ings, Efy. and his bail were called into Court, and the defendant 
having knelt, and been directed to rife, was ordered to withdraw. 

Then the LORD CHANCELLOR ftood up and faid, 

‘* Your Lordfhips having fully heard and confidered of the evi- 
dence and arguments in this cafe, have agreed upon feveral quef- 
tions, which are feverally to be ftated to your Lordfhips in the ufual 
manner.” 

The Lord Chancellor held in his hand a lift of the titles of the 
Peers prefent, who had taken their feats in their robes,* and pro- 
ceeded to put the firft queftion to each individual Peer, beginning 
with the junior Baron, in the following terms : 

ift. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged by the Commons in the firft 
article of charge? | 

George, Lord Douglas (Earl of Morton in Scotland,) how fays 
your Lordfhip, is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty or not guilty of 
the faid charge? | 

Whereupon, Lord Douglas ftood up uncovered, and laying 
his right hand on his breaft, pronounced—Not guilty, upon my 
honour. 

The Lord Chancellor then put the fame queftion to all the Peers 


in robes, as follows: 


* The reft of the Houfe, who, either from having been created Peers, or fucceeded 
to their titles, fince the commencement of the trial, or who, from motives of con- 


{cience did not chufe to vote in judgment, ftood unrobed about the throne, fpectators 
of the awful folemnity. 
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James, Lord Fife, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, upon 
my honour. 

Charles, Lord Somers, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Francis, Lord Rawdon, (Earl of Moira, in Ireland,) how fays 
your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, upon my honour. 

Thomas, Lord Walingham, how fays your Lordfhip >—Not 
guilty, upon my honour, 

Edward, Lord Thurlow, how fays your Lordthip ?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Martin, Lord Hawke, how fays your Lordfhip?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Frederick, Lord Boffon, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Edwin, Lord Sandys, how fays your Lordfhip?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Henry, Lord Middleton, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Samuel, Lord Bifhop of Rochefler (Dr. Horfley,) how fays your 
Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, upon my honour. 

John, Lord Bifhop of Bangor (Dr. Warren,) how fays your 
Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, upon my honour. 

Thomas, Lord Vifcount Sydney, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. 

George, Lord Vifcount Falmouth, how fays your Lordfhip ?— 
Not guilty, upon my honour. 

Henry, Earl of Caernarvon, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Guilty, 


upon my honour. 
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Jofeph, Earl of Dorchefler, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. 

Algernon, Earl of Beverley, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. 

Jacob, Earlof Radnor, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Guilty, upon 
my honour. 

William, Earl Fitzwz/liam, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Guilty, 
upon my honour. 

George, Earl of Warwick, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

George William, Earl of Coventry, how fays your Lordfhip ?— 
Not guilty, upon my honour. 

John, Earl of Suffolk, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Guilty, upon 
my honour. 

George, Marquis Zown/hend, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour, 

Francis, Duke of Bridgewater, how fays your Grace?—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. | 

Francis, Duke of Leeds, how fays your Grace?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

Charles, Duke of Norfolk, how fays your Grace ?—Guilty, upon 
my honour. 

David, Earl of Mansfield, how fays your Lordfhip ?—Not guilty, 
upon my honour. 

William, Lord Archbifbop of York, how fays your Grace }—Not 
guilty, upon my honour. 

Alexander, Lord Loughborough, the Lord Chancellor, pronounced 
—Guilty, upon my honour. 

Upon 
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Upon the remaining fifteen queftions the Peers voted in the fol- 
lowing manner : 

2. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged by the Commons in the fecond 
article of charge ?—Guilty, 6.—Not Guilty, 23. ; 

3. Is Warren Haftings, Efg. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the faid Warren 
Haftings having, in the ycars 1772, 1773, and 1774, corruptly 
taken the feveral fums of money charged to have been taken by him 
in the faid years from the feveral perfons in the faid article particu- 
larly mentioned ?—Not guilty unanimoufly. 

4. Is Warren Haftings, Efg. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, on or 
before the 26th of June, 1780, corruptly received and taken from 
Sadanund, the Buxey of the Rajah Cheyt Sing, the fim of two 
lacks of rupees as a prefent or gift ?—Guzlty, 4.—Not Guilty, 23. 

s. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as rclates to his having, in 
October, 1780, taken and received from Kelleram, on behalf of 
himfelf and a certain perfon called Cullian Sing, a fum of money 
amounting to four lacks of rupees, in confideration of letting to 
- them certain lands in the province of Bahar in perpetuity, contrary 
to his duty, and to the injury of the Eaft-India Company ?—Guz/ty, 3. 
—Not Guilty, 23. 
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6. Is Warren Haftings, Efgq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, in the 
ycar 1781, received and taken as a prefent from Nundoolol the fum 
of fifty-eight thoufand rupees ?—Guz/ty, 3.—Not Guilty, 23. 

7. Is Warren Haftings, Efg. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, on or 
about the month of September, 1781, at Chunar, in the province 
of Oude, contrary to his duty, taken and received as a prefent 
from the Vizier the fum of ten lacks of rupees >—Guilry, 3.—Not 
Guilty, 23. 

8. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fixth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having firft 
fraudulently folicited as a loan, and of his having afterwards cor- 
ruptly and illegally taken and retained as a prefent or gift, from Ra- 
jah Nobkiffen, a fum of money amounting to 34,000/. fterling ; 
and of his having, without any allowance from the Dire¢tors, or 
any perfon authorized to grant fuch allowance, applied the fame to 
his own ufe, under pretence of difcharging certain expences faid to 
be incurred by the faid Warren Haftings in his public capacity p— 
Guilty, 5.—Not Guilty, 20. 

g. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having, in 
the year 1781, granted a contract for the provifion of opium for 
four years to Stephen Sulivan, Efq. without advertifing for the 


fame, 
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fame, and upon terms glaringly extravagant and wantonly profufe, 
for the purpofe of creating an inftant fortune to the faid Stephen Su- 
livan?—Guilty, 5.—Not Guilty, 19. 

10. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having bor- 
rowed money at a large intereft for the purpofe of advancing the 
fame to the contractor for opium, and engaging the Eaft-India Com- 
pany in a fmugegling adventure to China?—Not Guilty unanimoufly. 

11. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the contrac 
for bullocks granted to Charles Croftes, Efq.?—Guz/ty, 3.—Not 
Guilty, 23. 

12. Is Warren Haftings, Efg. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to his having granted 
the provifion of bullocks to Sir Charles Blunt, by the mode of 
agency ?—Guzlty, 3.—Not Guilty, 23. 

13. Is Warren Eaftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the feveral allow- 
ances charged to have been made to Sir Eyre Coote, and directed 
to be paid by the Vizier for the ufe of the faid Sir Eyre Coote }— 
Guilty, 4.—Not Guilty, 22. 

14. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the appointment 
of James Peter Auriol, ifq. to be agent for the purchafe of fup- 
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plies for the relief of the prefidency of Madras, and all the other 
prefidencies in India, with a commiffion of fifteen per cent. ?— 
Guilty, 4.—Not Guilty, 22. 

15. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimcs and mifdemeanors, charged upon him by the Commons in | 
the fourth article of charge, in fo far as relates to the appointment 
of John Belli, Efq. to be agent for the fupply of ftores and provi- 
fions for the garrifon of Fort William in Bengal, with a commiffion 
of thirty per cent. ?—Guilty, 3.—Not Guilty, 23. 

16. Is Warren Haftings, Efq. guilty, or not guilty, of high 
crimes and mifdemeanors charged upon him by the refidue of the 
impeachment of the Commons ?—Gui/ty, 2.—Not Guilty, 25. 


Diftinét Summary of their Lord/bips’ Votes, pronounced on 
the Defendant. 


Lord Chancellor—Not guilty on the 3d, roth, and 16th— 
Guilty on the refidue. | 

Earl of een ane on the 8th.—Not Guilty on the 
refidue. 

Duke of Norfolk.—Guilty on the rft and 2d.—No verdia&t on 
the refidue. 

Earl of Suffolk.—Guilty on the rft, ad, and 4th—Not Guilty 
on the 16th.—No verdict on the refiduc. 

Earl Fitzwilliam.—Not Guilty on the 3d and roth.—Guilty on 
the refidue. 

Earl of Radnor—Guilty on the 1ft, 2d, 8th, sth, 13th, 14th. 
—Not Guilty on the refiduc. 


Earl 


‘ 
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Earl of Beverley—No verdi@ on the 9th.—Not guilty on the 
refidue. : 

Earl of Caernarvon.—Not guilty on the 3d and 10.—Guilty 
on the refidue. 

Vifcount Szdney.—Not guilty on the rft and 2d—No verdict 
on the refidue. 

Lord Boffon.—No verdict on the 8th, 9th, roth——Not guilty 
on the refidue. 

Lord Walfingham. —Guilty on the gth.—Not aes on the 
refidue. 

Archbifhop of York. 

Duke of Leeds. 

Duke of Bridgewater, 

Marquis Town/bend. 

Earl of Warwick. 

Farl of Coventry. 

Earl of Dorchefter. 

Vifcount Falmouth. 

Bifhop of Bangor. Not guilty on any one 

Bifhop of Rochefler. 

Lord Midd/eton. 

Lord Sandys. 

Lord Hawke. 

Lord Thurlow. 

Lord Rawdon 

Lord Somers. 

Lord Fife. 
~ Lord Douglas of Lochleven. 

The 3d and roth not guilty unanimoufly. 

Tt Having 


charge. 
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Having thus collected the judgment of their Lordthips on each of 
the twenty charges, the Lord Chancellor declared that a very large 
majority of the Lords prefent, had anfwered the faid feveral quef- 
tions in the negative; and then declared, that Warren Haftings, 
Efq. is acquitted of the articles of impeachment cxhibitcd againft 
him for high crimes and mifdemeanors, and all things contained 
therein. | | 

Then the defendant was ordered to be called to the bar, and 
knecling, was bid to rife. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR then faid, 

‘© Warren Haftings, Efq. 7 

‘* T am to acquaint you that you are acquitted of the articles of 

‘* impeachment, &c. exhibited again{ft you by the Houfe of Com- 
# mons for high crimes and mifdemeanors, and all things contained 
ee therein, and you are difcharged, paying your fees.”’ 

Mr. Haftings bowed refpectfully, and retired. 

The Lord Chancellor then put the queftion, ‘* Is it your 
‘* Lordfhips’ pleafure to adjourn to your Chamber of Par- 
‘* liament ?” 

Ordered, and their Lordfhips adjourned accordingly to their 
Chamber of Parliament. And the Lords being returned, the Houfe 
was refumed ; and the following order was made: 

‘© It is ordered by the Lords fpiritual and temporal in Parliament 
«* affembled, that the Lord High Chanccllor do give order for the 
‘* printing and publifhing the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. and 


‘* that no other perfon ‘do prefume to print the fame.” 


(The Hall was much more crowded when the Peers pronounced their opinions feve- 
rally on cach charge, and judgment was given, than it had been on many preceding 


day of the trial, or Be on any former occafion.) 
WAT. 
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We annex the following Lift as a matter that may gratify the 
Readers of after times. 


Lift of the Changes in the High Court of Fuftice in Great Britain, 
pending the trial of Mr. HasTIncs. 


DECEASED PEERS. 


DUKES. 
Cumberland Montagu 
Chandos Montrofe (Earl Graham) 
Manchefter Somerfet 
St. Alban’s _Newcaftle 
Leeds | Boulton 

Marquis of Hertford. 

EARLS. 
Huntingdon Cowper 
Ferrers Waldegrave 
Poulett Kinnoul 
Effingham Mount Edgcumbe 


Francis, Earl of Guildford 
Darlingtan 

Pomfret 

Hardwicke 

Oxford 


Frederick, Earl of Guildford . 
Tt 2 


Camden 


Hillfborough 


~ Bathurtt 


Stanhope - 
Orford — 
Talbot 
EARLS. 
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EARLS, 


Abereorn | Mansfield © 
Digby Exeter — 
Clarendon Buckinghamfhire 
Sandwich | -. Macclesfield 
Strafford | - 

VISCOUNT S. 
Montagu Dudley and Ward 
Bolingbroke Montagu 
Courtenay 3 

BARONS. 
Le Defpencer ) Dover 
Say and Sele Mulgrave 
Grantley Foley 
Boringdon Elphinfton 
Berwick Camelford 
Heathfield King 
Craven Dacre 
Romney Sondes - 
Rodney Ponfonby 
Gage Harewood 
BISHOPS. 
Dr. Shipley, of St. Afaph Dr. Rofs, of Exeter 
Halifax, of St, Afaph |. Horne, of Norwich 


Beauclerk, of Hereford Wilfon, of Briftol 
| Dr. 
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BISHOPS. 
Dr. Harley, of Hereford Dr. Thomas, of Rochefter 
Law, of Carlifle Hinchliffe, of Peterborough. 


Thurlow, of Durham 


SCOTTS PEERS «@ the laf, but not in this Parliament: 


Marquis of Lothian Earl of Galloway 

Earl of Caffilis Hopctown 
Aberdeen Dunmore 
Selkirk Kinnaird 


CREATIONS. 


Duke of Clarence Barons Harewood 
Barons Heathfield Douglas, Lord Douglas 
Kenyon Gage 
Dover Grenville 
Malm{bury Auckland 
Fifherwick Upper Offory 
Fife Clive 
Grimftone LittIcton 
Mulgrave Mendip 
Dundas Bradford 
Curwen Selfey 
Douglas, Earl of Moreton Yarborough 
NEW BISHOPS. 
Dr. Douglas, of Salifbury Dr. Buller, of Exeter 
Cleaver, of Chefter Madan, of Peterborough 


Dr. 
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NEW BISHOPS. 


Dy. Stuart, of St. David’s Dr. Sutton, of Norwich 
Beadon, of Gloucefter Horfley, of Rochefter 
Horne, of Norwich _ Courtenay, of Briftol 


Vernon, of Carlifle 


NEW PEERS of SCOTLAND. 


Earls of Kelly Earls of Glafgow 
Lauderdale Torphichen 
Dumfries Baron Somerville 
Elgin 


PEERS who have fucceeded by Defcent. 


Duke of Manchefter Earls Exeter 
Newcaftle Mansfield 
Montrofe, Earl of 3 Bathurft 
Graham Guilford 
Somer fct Darlington 
Marquis of Winchefter Buckingham fhire 
Hertford Macclesfield 
Abercorn Mount Edgcumbe 
Earls ‘Ferrers Camden 
Poulett Digby 
Clarendon Albemarle | 
Sandwich Vifcount Dudley and Ward 
Pomfret Barons Craven | 
Hardwicke Montagu, of Boughton 
Orford Clinton 


PEERS. 
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PEERS who have fucceeded by Defcent. 


Earls Kinnoul Barons Rodney 
Stanhope Camelford 
Oxford Foley 
Strafford _ Say and Sele 
Effingham Grantley 
Hillfborough Heathfield 

Vifcounts Montagu Dinevor 

Bolingbroke Romney 
Courtenay Sondes 
Gage Ponfonby. 


Total Peers dead, or Scots Peers in the laft, but not in this Par- 





liament — — — 87 
Total Creations, new Bifhops, and new Scots Pcers — 44. 
Total Peers fuccceding by defcent — — 49 

Total changes fince the impeachment 1$0 





N. B. Two Dukes of Somerfet, two Earls of Guildford, two 
Vifcounts Montagu, two Bifhops of Hereford, and two Bifhops 
of St. Afaph, have died fince the trial of Mr. Haftings commenced. 


MANAGERS out of Parliament. 
Mr. Burke, Mr. Adam, Mr. Montagu. 


DeEap. 
General Burgoyne. 


On 
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On ForEIGN SERVICE, out of the Kingdom. 


Sir Gilbert Elliot, Sir J. Erfkine St. Clair. 


\ 
Succeeded to PEERAGES. 
Lord North, ~ Lord Maitland. 


Nine out of Twenty changed. 


PROCEED- 


PROCEEDINGS 


EAST INDIA HOUSE 


RELATIVE TO 


Mr. HASTINGS. 





EPS eee art 2 ome er - CTR HO ee new aes it 


PROCEEDINGS, 
&e. 





Fripay, May 29, 1795. 
Ar a Court of the Honourable United Eaft India Company, 


convened at the defire of nine Proprietors, 


PRESEN T, 
Sir STEPHEN LusHINGTON, Chairman, 
Davip Scott, Efq. Deputy Chairman, 


With moft of the Directors, and a moft numerous appearance of 


the generality. 


The Chairman informed the Court, that this Court was called at: 


the defire of nine Proprictors, and fubmitted thar their let-cr fhould. 


be read, which was as folluws: 


*© Jo the Honourable the Court of Directors, &e. 


6s. GENTLEMEN, 
““ WE requeft that a general Court may. be called, to. take into 


“ confideration the long, fochfai, and importa. t. fervices of War-. 
“ren Hafiuizs, iq. late Gov.rnor General of. Bengal; and, 


Uu2 ren. 
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‘ agreeably to the 48th bye-law, we defire that notice may be 


‘€ given that a pecuniary compenfation will be propofed, fuitable 
‘* to the importance of thofe fervices, and the prefent fituation of 
« Mr. Haftings. 
| ‘© We have the honour to remain, 
7 GENTLEMEN, 
‘* Your very obedient, humble fervants, 
(Signed) | «¢ W. LuSHINGTON, 
“© A.M. TRENCH CHISWELL, 
‘eR, TwIninc, . 
“| RoBERT PRESTON, 
‘* EpwARD BLACKETT, | 
“ WILLIAM BLaauw, 
‘* KINNAIRD, 
‘“* London, | “¢ Row. STEPHENSON, 


‘© May 13, 1795.” ‘© Don. CAMERON.” 


After the thanks voted at different times to Mr. Haftings by the 
Court of Directors, and the propofition had been read, and certain 
accounts, fhewing the increafe of the revenues under Mr. Haftings’s 
adminiftration, Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON addreffed the 
Court, as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, Having had the honour for one, to fign the 
letter which has juft been read to this full Court, I rife to lay 
before you, what I believe to be the actual fituation of Mr.. 
Haftings at the prefent moment, and to ftate my ideas of his 
claims, both upon your juftice, and your gratitude. The Court 
will recollect that when a remuneration was voted to Lord Corn- 


é axrallic 
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wallis, I pledged myfelf to lay the cafe of Mr. Haftings before you, 


when his trial fhould be over. 
As an individual Proprietor, I acknowledge my obligations to 
Mr. Haftings, becaufe to his meafures I impute the increafe of my 
dividend, and the extenfion of a commerce {o beneficial to us all ; 
but in every other refpect, I can very freely declare, that fo far from 
owing perfonal obligations to Mr. Haftings, from the time I con- 
tinued in Bengal, after that gentleman came to the government, | 
have reafon to complain of rather hard ufage; neither has it hap- 
pened fince his return to England, that we have mixed more than 
three or four times in private fociety ; 1 am therefore induced folely 
by a due fenfe of public juftice, to ftep forth on the prefent occa- 
fion. On that ground, I fhall propefe my firft effential motion, 
which is the payment of the law expences of the profecution of 
Mr. Haftings ; and in propofing the fecond motion, I am actuated 
by the fenfe of important fervices performed by Mr. Hatftings, 
which entitle him, in my opinion, to a reward fimilar to that 
which has been fo properly beftowed upon the Noble Marquis 
Cornwallis. The Proprietors are fo fully fenfible of the important 
fervices of Mr. Haftings, and have reaped fo many benefits from 
them, that perhaps it might be ncedlefs to go into any minute ftate~ 
ment of them; I will, however, flightly notice the moft material 
events of his public life.—Mr. Haftings went out a writer in your 
fervice, in the year 1749, many years prior to that period, when 
an opening was given for the foundation of that immenfe empire, 
which Great Britain poffeffes in India at this moment. Before the 
capture of Calcutta, by Surajah Dowlah, in 1756, Mr. Hatftings. 
had diftinguifhed himfelf by his accurate knowledge of the language, 
man- 
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manners, and cuftoms of the people of Bengal, and it was this know- 
ledge which recommended him to the confidsice of Lord Clive; by 
whom, after the revolution of 1757, he vas appointed refident, or 
minifter, at the court of the Nabob, Jaffer Ally Cawn. In that 
fituation he continued from 1758, until he became a member of the 
government, in 1761; a fituation in which, if money has becn an 
obje&t to him, he might have acquired a fortune almoft to any 
amount. He continued a member of the governmeat of Bengal, 
until February, 1765, when he refigned the fervice, and returned 
to England. The gentlemen now affembled well know that party 
heats and violences ran very high in Bengal, on the depoiition of 
Meer Jafher, and the elevation of Coffim Ally Cawn ; and though 
Mr. Haftings, for a time, joined with the governor in fupport of 
the latter, it never had been infinuated that he was actuated by pri- 
vate motives in any action of his life to that period; many years 
fubfequent to it, the minifter (Lord North) remarked in the Houfe 
of Commons, that after the fulleft inveftigation of Indian affairs, 
the character of Mr. Haftings remained pure and unfullied. 

Mr. Haftings continued in England from February, 1765, until 
March, 1769, when-he was fent out as fecond in council to Fort 
St. George. It is a known fact, that fo very moderate a fortune 
did he bring home with him in 1765, that before the profpec& 
opened to him of returning again to India, he had, in concert. with 
the late learned Dr. Johnfon, formed a plan for eftablifhing a pro- 
fefforfhip, in the Univerfity of Oxford, for the ftudy of the Perfian 
language—Fortunately, however, for the benefit of the Company 
and the nation, Mr. Haftings was again called into public employ. 
ment, and was appointed, as I before obferved, fecond in council 

at 
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at Madras, and to fucceed Mr. Dupré in that government. In Au- 
guit, 1771, the Directors removed Mr. Haftings to his old efta. 
blifhment Bengal, and ordered that he fhould fucceed Mr. Cartier. 
During the two years and a half that Mr. Haftings remained at 
Madras, his conduct, as fecond in council, received the marked 
approbation of the Court of Direétors, and he was in the highest 
degree of eftimation with his fellow fervants, and with the Nabob 
and his fubjects. In April, 1772, he became governor of Bengal, 
and quitted it in February, 1785. If I were to comprife the whole 
hiftory of his government in the feweft poflible words, I fhould 
fay, that in that period he preferved our empire againft the moft 
formidable combination ever formed for its deftruction; that he 
confiderably extended its bounds, and nearly doubled its annual re- 
fources. "Thefe are facts now of fuch general notoriety, that perhaps 
it would be wafting your time to expatiate more fully upon them 
—allow me however juft to affert, that the prefent profperity of Ben- 
gal, and its advantageous connection with foreign ftates, originated _ 


in the meafures adopted by Mr. Haftings, in the two firft years of 
his adminiftration. It was under his adminiftration in 1772, that 
Bengal was directed to be governed, not through the medium of a 
native minifter, as heretofore, but by the dire agency of your 
own fervants. In a fcene fo perfectly new, Mr. Haftings dif- 
played the greateft abilities, and his arrangements then made for 
the internal government of Bengal, the collection of your revenues, 
and the due adminiftration of juftice, recommended him to Lord 
North, to whom he was an entire ftranger, as the moft proper per- 
fon to fill the high office of Governor General of India. In the 


next year, 1773, Mr. Haftings formed that intimate connection 
| with 
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with Oude, to which you owe the acquifition of the rich provinces 
of Benares and Ghazipore, the extenfion of your influence to the 
fource of the Ganges, and an annual fubfidy of half a million fterling. 
From the acquifition of the Duannce, in 1765, to the acceflion of 
Mr. Haftings to the government of Bengal in 1772, nearly a third 
of the Britifh army had been kept in Oude, and paid by the ex- 
traction of fpecie from Bengal. Mr. Haftings moft wifely adopted 
a new line of policy. He met Sujah Dowlah at Benares, in 1773; 
he plainly told him, that in future, not a man fhould pafs the 
bounds of the Company’s provinces for his fervice, unlefs he paid 
for him. This immediate confequence of this negotiation was, the 
fale of Corah, and Allahabad, and in the next year, the Rohilla 
war. Two meafures founded in true policy, and in juftice, and 
productive of very great advantages to the Company at that time, 
in fo far they brought nearly a million fterling immediately into 
Bengal, and actually fecured the tranquillity both of Bengal and 
Oude, from 1773 to the prefent time—for to my underftanding it 
is perfectly clear, and I am juftified in my opinion by late events, 
that if the Rohillas in 19775, when Sujah Dowlah died, had pof- 
feffed the power in Rohilcund, which they enjoyed prior to the 
Rohilla war, fo warlike a people would have overrun the domi- 
nions of a young feeble prince, who fucceeded to a government 
with an empty treafury, and a mutinous and difcontented army. 
The fervices performed by Mr. Haftings in the two firft years of 
his government were of the nature that I have ftated; you felt the 
effects of them in the purchafe of your cargoes in Bengal, by fur- 
plus refources, as well as in the extinétion of the bonded debt of 
Bengal. In fact, from the year 1772 to the year 1780, cargoes 


to 
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to the amount of a million fterling, and fometimes more, were fent 
from. Bengal to Great Britain, without draining your treafury here 
of a fhilling, and confiderable fupplies were fent by Mr. Haftings 
to Madras, to Bombay, and to China. At a later period of his ad- 
miniftration, when the reftlefs ambition of France had involved us 
in every quarter of the globe, look to the fituation of Mr. Haftings, 
to his exertions, to the countcractions he met with, and his ulti- 
mate fuccefs, The events of that war are well known. In America, 
in the Weft Indiés, and in Europe, this country was difmembered 
of its ancient poffeffions.—But in India, though attacked by the ~ 
Mahrattas, and by Hyder Ally Cawn, in conjunction with the 
French, Mr. Haftings contrived firft to preferve the Soubah of the 
}ecan, and Moodajce Boufla, the Rajah of Berar, in a ftate of 
neutrality, next to conclude a feparate treaty with Madajce Sindia, 
the moft powerful of the Mahratta chiefs, which was followed by a 
general peace with the Mahrattas, and he enabled the government 
of Fort St. George to continue the war, until the reftoration of 
peace in Europe, Icft us but a fingle enemy to cope with, who in 
the next year agreed to terms of pacification. 

In the courfe of this war, as you well know, Mr. Chairman, 
the fupplies in men, money, and provifions, which were remitted 
from Bengal by Mr. Haftings, to Madras and Bombay, amounted 
to above feven millions fterling. Troops were fent acrofs the con- 
tinent of ‘India, to the fupport of our different fettlements, and 
every exertion that man could make for your prefervation, was 
made by Mr. Haftings. Before his government commenced, the 
income and expenditure of Bengal barely balanced each other, but 


by his arrangements, he was enabled to perform all the fervices 
X x which 
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which I have enumerated, and only drew upon you during the moft 
diftreffing period of the war, fora fum of money equal to the 
cargoes that he fent to you. Of his important fervices this Court 
has declared its fulleft fenfe—I am forry to fay, that in another 
place, a difference of opinion did at one time prevail—by two Com- 
mittees of the Houfe of Commons, very ftrong difapprobation was 
undoubtedly expreffed of all thofe acts by which you have derived 
fo many advantages. The fact which I am now going to ftate, is 
of a nature fo very extraordinary, that I wifh gentlemen to examine 
it accurately, as 1 have done, before they give their full affent to it 
—of the truth of it, I have no doubt.—The fact is this, that the 
meafures condemned by the reports of the Committees of the 
Houfe of Commons, and which furniflied the grounds for the 
impeachment of Mr. Haftings, did actually produce to this Com- 
pany, adding the intereft to the principal, the fum of thirty-four 
millions, feven hundred and feventy thoufand pounds, and will 
produce in future an annual revenue of more than two millions 
fterling. My fellow Proprietors may be affured, that I would not 
hazard an affertion of this magnitude without full examination. 
You all well know that when Mr. Haftings left Bengal in February, 
1784, he had every reafon to believe, there would not be a fecond 
opinion, as to the importance of his fervices, or the rewards which 
they merited from his employers. By the natives whom he had 
governed, he was undoubtedly fo well beloved, that their powerful 
“voice attended him in the hour of his trial, when the charge againft 
him was, having plundered and oppreffed them. By the army and 
his fellow fervants, he was fo highly refpected, that the witneffes 
felected to appear in fupport of the profecution, have given him as 
high 
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high a character as man could reccive. By his Majefty’s Indian 
minifter, he was declared in-Parliament to have been the faviour of 
India; by the gentlemen behind that bar, he was gratified by an 
unanimous vote of thanks for his long, faithful, and able fervices, 
and the Court of Proprietors have invariably fupported him. Not- 
withftanding thefe concurring circumftances, he was accufed as a 
criminal before the late Houfe of Commons, and fo extenfive was 
the original charge, that it included every a@t of the government of 
a great empire for thirteen years, civil, military, political, and 
financial. Such an accufation of courfe included all thofe meafures, 
by which Bengal has been raifed to its prefent profperous fituation. 
When Mr. Haftings came to Bengal in 1772, the banks of the 
Carumnaffa were the extent of our boundary, and our only branch of 
revenue arofe from land. In that branch there ‘has been very little 
variation indeed, from 1765 to the prefent day, and now the amount 
of thofe revenues is fixed for ever, as Mr. Haftings left them ; con- 
fequently the increafe of refources, amounting to two millions five 
hundred thoufand pounds a year arofe, and any future increafe muft 
arife from the aéts of Mr. Haftings, which form the matter of 
of the impeachment. Thefe are the Benares revenues—the Oude 
fubfidy—the falt—and the opium. On cach head he has been 
criminally accufed. From Benarcs you have received above four 
hundred thoufand pounds a year, from 1781 to this day. For 
creating that revenue Mr. Haftings was impeached. From Oude 
you have received above fifteen millions fterling fince 1773, and 
you have now fixed a regular fubfidy of half a million fterling 
a year from Oude. Yet, though the gentlemen behind that bar, 


and his Majefty’s Indian minifters, fully approved of the arrange~ 
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ments formed by Mr. Haftings, and though they directed that they 
fhould invariably be adhered to, thirteen articles of impeachment were 
voted againft him, under the head of Oude. From falt, you now 
receive very nearly a million fterling nett revenue a year. Your 
Dircétors, and the King’s India minifters, have acknowledged that 
they are indebted to the zeal and abilities of Mr. Haftings for 
this branch of your revenues. Yet this was cenfured -in one of 
the {feleé&t Committee reports as a moft oppreflive monopoly, and 
was framed into a charge againft Mr. Haftings.. From opium, 
you receive a nctt revenue of nearly two hundred thoufand pounds a 
year, and for this addition to your refources you are entirely indebted 
to Mr. Haftings; prior to his adminiftration, it was an open 
avowed emolument, enjoyed by your civil fervants, who compofed 
the Patna Factory. Mr. Haftings in 1781, gave this contract for 
four years, precifely upon the fame terms, and for the fame period 
that another gentleman had held it for four years, and that two 
other gentlemen had held it for two years preceding. By this fhort 
ftatement, the Court will fee that Mr. Haftings has actually been 
eight years under trial, for being the author of the profperity you 
now enjoy. The end you all know; many of the original charges 
were abandoned, and after a trial of eight years in duration, he has 
been acquitted of the whole.—To defend himfelf againft fuch a 
mafs of accufation, no private fortune could be fufficiént, unlefs 
indeed that of Mr. Haftings were of a fize which fome: have im- 
puted it to be, and unlefs the accufation of the Commons were 
true, that in all his meafures he was actuated by the bafe and fordid 
view of acquiring for himfelf and his .dependants .exorbitant 
wealth, Of fuch a charge ihe has been publicly acquitted, and I 


now 
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riow hold in my hand a ftatement of the fortune of Mr. Haftings,. 
and a letter from that gentleman, authorizing me to fay that he wilk 
immediately verify it by his oath; from which it appears, that at 
no period of his life was he worth one hundred thoufand pounds, 
and at this moment his debts amount to more than eighty-five 
thoufand pounds, and all'his effects are, his eftate at Daylesford, 
and a fhare in two Indiamen; fo that in truth, without this Court 
fhall pay his law expences, he muft give up all he has in the world 
to enable him to pay his creditors ten fhillings in the pound. Such 
is the fituation of a man who has been eight years under trial for 
the public acts by which this Company has been preferved.. Of 
the veracity of this ftatement, no honourable mind can entertain 
a doubt. : 

But it has becn often obferved, that though Mr. Hatftings poffeffes 
no fortune, Mrs. Haftings poffeffes a very confiderable one. To 
this I am alfo authorifed to fpeak. Her fortune, which arifes from 
a fettlement made upon her at her marriage, and with additions 
which fhe has made to it, by the fale of fome jewellery, amounts 
to 30,000/. anda houfe in Park Lane, which is valued at 10,000/, 
in all 40,000/.; and this, to the beft of Mr. Haftings’s knowledge 
and belief, is the full extent of her fortune. I ftate thefe circum- 
ftances, as grounds in fupport of my motion for:an annuity. 
With refpect to the payment of the law expences, I deem that to 
be a mere act of juftice, which Lam fure will not be -refufed to 
Mr. Haftings, becaufe the Company has. been im the habit of pay- 
ing the law expences incurred by-their fervants in the difcharge af 
their public duty. It is:done every day to-captains of fhips.. It 
‘was done in the cafe of. Mr. Venal{t,.'who.was fahed; and you.paid 
> og > both 
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both the fine and the expences. It is impoflible, therefore, to re- 
fufe it in the cafe of Mr. Haftings, who has been acquitted, and 
whofe condemnation muft have involved in it, the ruin of the Eaft- 
India Company. I fhall therefore-offer no further arguments in fup- 

port of my firft motion. | 
In regard to the fecond, it appears perfectly clear, from the 
ftatement of Mr. Haftings’s fortune, that after the payment of 
his law expences by this Court, he will owe 15,000/. with fome 
property to anfwer it, undoubtedly, that is, his fhare of two In- 
diamen, and the eftate of Daylesford, which, if fold for this pur- 
pofe, will leave him without a fubfiftence ; at leaft, with a very 
{canty one indeed. I would therefore propofe to give to Mr. Hatft- 
ings, a fum of money annually, amounting to the intereft only, of 
a fingle prefent made to himfelf, and given to the Company. The 
amount of the prefents given to Mr. Haftings, and accounted for 
by him to the Company, is 230,000/. Of this fum, 100,000/. 
was given to him by the Nabob and his minifters, in 1781. Mr. 
Haftings immediately expended it in the pay of the troops, and in 
other public fervices ; but he applied to the Directors for this fum 
to be given to him at a future period, owing to the narrownefs of 
his fortune. The application was much talked of, both in Par- 
liament and here, at the time, 1782 ; anda very leading Proprietor, 
afterwards a Director, (the late Governor Johnftone) declared, that 
though he would not give Mr. Haftings that prefent, becaufe it 
might form a bad precedent, yet he would vote for making up Mr. 
Haftings’s fortune 10,000/. a year. Ido not with to go fo far; 
I do not wifh to propofe giving him one per cent. upon the addi- 
tional income be das created for this Company, as that would pro- 
3 duce 
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duce 25,000]. a year; but I propofe that we fhould vote Mr. Haft- 
ings what we have voted to his fucceffor, the noble Marquis, 5000/. 
a year, to the expiration of the charter. This vote, I know, will 
not be conclufive, but as the public fervices of Mr. Haftings have 
been fo fully acknowledged by his Majefty’s India minifters, I hope 
and truft that they will honour this mark of the Company’s fenfe 
of Mr. Haftings’s fervices with :heir approbation, as they have. 
done a fimilar grant to ord Cornwallis.. 

I fhall not detain the Court lonse:, than to defire the repeated 
thanks of this Court, and the Court of Dire¢tors, be read to you, 
and alfo a letter from the Directors, under the approbation. of the 
Board of Controul, to Bengal, in which they acknowledge: this 
Company to be indebted to the zeal and abilities of Mr. Haftings, 
for a plan, by which the revenue arifing from falt now produces 
a million fterling a year.. 

Thefe papers having been read, Mr. Alderman Lufhington read 
the four following motions : 

Refolved, ‘‘ That this Court is highly fenfible of the long,. 
‘* faithful, and important fervices of Warren HasTinGs, 
“« Efq.. heretofore repeatedly acknowledged by this Court 
‘** and the Court of JDirectors.”’ 
Refolved, ‘* That the charges made againft WarREN HastT- 
“ incs, Efq. having been. founded upon the public acts. 
“© of his government in Bengal, and -he having been acquitted. 
‘* of all fuch charges, it is highly. reafonable that the faid 
“| WarREN HastTincs, Efq. fhould be indemnified for 
‘ the legal expences incurred. by him in making his. de- 


“. fence.” 
Refolved, 
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~ Refolved, therefore, ** That this Court do. recommend.to the 
‘¢ Court of Directors to apply to Warren HAsTINGs, 
‘« Iig. for a ftatement of the faid expences ; and that, after 
‘* having afcertained the fame, they do difcharge the amount 

‘© thercof.” | 
Refolved, ‘* That it is the opinion of this Court, that, in 
‘* confideration of the long, faithful, and important fervices 
“ of Warren HastTINGs, Efq. and to mark the grateful 


‘© denfe entertained by this Company of the extenfive benc- 
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fits which they have received from thefe fervices, a grant 
“© of an annuity of sooo/. from the time of his return; to 
“ iffue from the territorial revenue, during the term of the 
‘* Company’s prefent exclufive trade, to WARREN HAsT- 
** ines, Efq. his heirs, executors, adminiftrators, and affigns, 
‘* be prepared by the Court of Directors, and fubmitted to 
** the Board of Commiffioners for the affairs of India, for 
** their approval and confirmation, purfuant to the act of 
‘* Parliament.” 

After this, Mr. Alderman Lufhington delivered his firft motion 
over the bar, and it was formally read to the Court. 

Mr. T. CHISWELL faid, the whole of the fubject had been 
opened with fo much clearnefs and ability, by his Hon. Friend 
who had read the feveral propofitions he meant to offer, :and moved 
the firft of them, that it would be unneceffary for him, in feconding 
the motion, to do more than to offer a fingle obfervation ; which 
was, that although Mr. Haftings had been Governor General of 
India for fo many years, and notwithftanding that from the pecu- 
liar exigencies of the public fervice, his government ftood diftin- 
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guifhed by a variety of meafures, equally original, bold, and {fuc- 
cefsful; notwithftanding alfo that the extraordinary manner and 
Jength of his trial, fince his return from India, feemed as it were to 
hold out an encouragement to all who had any charge to make 
againft him, to bring it forward, not a fingle complaint had ever been 
heard of, either from individuals abroad, or at home. On the con- 
trary, in India, he was well known to be as univerfally popular, as 
he was entitled to be held meritorious at home, both by the Company 
and his country, for the very valuable fervices he had rendered to 
both, as well by having procured a confiderable increafe of the 
revenues derived from India, as by other acts of his government, 
which have produced confequences highly ufeful and important to 
the public intereft. 

Mr. JONES ADAIR rofe and faid, Sir, if ever there was a 
moment of national conjuncture, in which every part of the public 
ought to abftain from lavifh expenditure, it is the prefent: if ever: 
there was a_crifis in which it became more eminently the duty of 
great public bodies anxioufly to avoid giving the example of pro-- 
digality, itis that in which we ftand. 

But, Sir, there is no moment whatever, in which a public body 
ought to neglect its obligations; there is not any in which a com- 
pany of Englifh merchants will forget to pay their debts—And 
in my conception, the propofitions which the Honourable Mover 
has this day brought forward, eftablifh a debt, not merely of 
honour, but of juftice. 

I fhall not, I am fure, be afked in this Court, where the evi- . 
dence of the debt exifts?—If the queftion were poflible, I fhould 
point it out in your records, which ftate at once, the long, faith- 
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ful, and important fervices of Mr, Haftings, and your repeated 
acknowledgments of them, I fhall not here, I am perfuaded, be 
reminded that Mr. Haftings was paid for them by his appuint- 
ments.—If I could, I fhould meet the cold fuggeftion, by obferving 
that ordinary fervices are fimply compenfated, but that great and 
extraordinary ones are rewarded. And that with an enlightened 
and liberal community, with whom gratitude is ever juftice—and 
juftice policy, the conferring this reward will always be confidered 
among its firft obligations. 

I will not follow my Hon. Friend in the enumeration of the 
benefits derived by the Company and the nation from thefe fervices. 
I would not wifh, by any weak efforts of mine, to diminifh the 
impreffion of them upon the minds of this affembly. Such, how- 
ever, is the impreffion upon my mind individually, that when | 
confider the perilous edge upon which your interefts in India have 
ftood—the arduous conjunctures, and formidable combination againft 
them.—And, after all, the happy recovery of them, when your 
exhaufted refources had no other fupply than the inexhautftible 
mind of which we are fpeaking.—I am almoft upon the point of 
faying, that we owe to this character, the very franchife by which 
we are difcuffing it. 

Sir, the Hon. Mover makes a manly appeal to your juftice— 
he does not ftrike the plaintive key, ‘‘ Date obolum Belifaria.”’ 
Such notes muft have grated upon the ear of this Court. For ] 
affure myfelf, :# is not in this country that it will fare with Mr. 
Haftings, as it did with a gallant f{pirit, of whom I have heard 
or read. The town was threatened by hoftile attack—there was an 
important pafs over a bridge—one of the citizens fallied from the 
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gates with a hafty levy, which he had formed in the emergency—_ 
he feized the important poft, and with his handfull of followers, 
maintained it againft oppofing numbers, and refcued the town from 
the impending danger. Tranquillity reftored, a Council was called 
to confider of a remuneration equal to the faithful and important fer- 
vice, and in the refult of their deliberations, the patriot citizen was 
rewarded with an exclufive patent, to him and his heirs for ever—fo 
beg on the bridge he had faved. This appropriate remuneration is not, 
I believe, exactly that which awaits the late Governor General of 

India. | 
Ihave not, Sir, any perfonal knowledge of Mr. Haftings.—I 
am not his adulator, or his advocate. I know him only through 
the medium of his public character. I have not approached him fo 
near, as that there fhould be induced upon my mind, any of thofe 
partialities which {pring from focial intercourfe, or from thofe be- 
nefits and kindneffes which lead even good minds the willing cap- 
tives of their influence. Exempt from any biafs of this fort, I 
truft, that in the part I am taking, I confult, not more the per- 
fonal advantage of Mr. Haftings, than the true interefts of the 
Company. | 
_ I am the more free to fpeak my mind upon this fubject, becaufe 
my fentiments with refpect to him have varied. My opinion of 
him has not been uniform. I acquired, in very early life, an intereft 
in this Company, and I own, I was at that time captivated by the 
grandeur of his character. I afterwards thought I faw in him, ir- 
regularities: which I had wifhed otherwife.—But ftill, Sir, they were 
the irregularities of a great mind, untinétured by any bafe, fordid, 
and felfifh motives.—And for what incurred }—for the interefts of 
Yy 2 | the 
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the Company, and the country---and with the very aim which had 
been directed by his public inftructions.* 
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But of thofe irregularities, even if it were in my temper and in- 
clination to dilate, how could I fpeak here? I refpect the govern- 
ment, and the law has prefcribed me filence. At the bar of its 
higheft, and moft auguft tribunal, Mr. Haftings has been declared 
quit and free. ‘The law of the country, beneficent as enlightened, 
covers him from the fhafts of reproach, with its protective fhield. 
His impeachment is done away—He is himfelf again—and the re- 
muneration of his acknowledged fervices, in my poor conception, 
as duly and neceffarily follows his acquittal, as a judgment of penalty 
would have donc his conviction. 

And what an ordeal has he paffed? What character could fuftain 
the keen fearch of the powers of imagination, wit, and judgment 
combined in the inquiry ? Who, with undazzled eye, and unfhaken 
frame, could meet the bright conftellation of genius in the oppofite 
quarter. It was for fuch an accufed, to meet fuch accufers—And 
who more eminently qualified by his difcriminative powers, to poife 
the fcales of even-handed juftice, than the elevated character who fo 
long prefided at the procedure ?>—With the confideration of a fubject 
fo deeply affecting the interefts of humanity ! with the contemplation 


* ‘That in all your deliberations and refolutions, you make the fafety and prof- 
«« perity of Bengal your chief object, and fix your attention on the fecurity of the pof- 
<< feffions and revenues of the Company.” See the Speech of the Hon, Mr. Erfkine, in 
«© The Proceedings on the Trial of an Information, exhibited ex officio, by the King’s 
Attorney General, againft John Stockdale, for a Libel on the Houfe of Commons, 
tried in the Court of King’s Bench, Weftminfter, on Wednefday the gth of Decem- 
ber, 1789.” This enlightened and impaffioned Addrefs to the jury will amply com- 
penfate for the trouble of confulting this reference. 
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of fuch a fcene! and filled too, by fuch characters! the mind ex- 
pands—man fecls a pride in his {pecies. 

Thus regulated in our publicjudgment, of a character fo reftored 
to our confideration, let it too be remembered with candour, in our 
private opinion of it, that we are reviewing a whole life. Is there 
then any inftance, even among thofe characters whom hiftory has 
recorded, and poetry has decorated, as the marks of human admi- 
ration, and as the examples of high defert.—Is there any one of them, 
who could endure fo feverely exact a fcrutiny ? Is there any one of 
them, who, in the lapfes of error and infirmity, which form the 
lot of our common nature, has not deviated from the fplendid tenor 
of his courfe?—Such characters we ought, perhaps, morally to 
eftimate, as men of tafte and feeling are taught erstically to judge of 
the fublime and beautiful combinations of excelling art.* 

The Hon. Mover has, Sir, with the liberality that belongs to 
him, fully ftated the different propofitions he means fucceffively to 
offer to you; and following him (though certainly with unequal 
{teps) I have not immediately confined myfelf to that which we are 
now upon, but have been induced to take a vrew of all of them. 


The firft in order, which is at this moment offered to the vote, is 





* Verum ubi plura nitént non ¢go paucis, 
Offéndar maculis 


Quas humana parum cavit natura 








-¥fon. Art Port, p. 254 Francis. 


~ But where more numerous beauties tharin the: fight, 
Who would deftroy the fenfe’s pure delight? =; 
To mark flight errors in the generous plan, _ 
And fhew the Author was at beft———but man: 
oo POST Anon. ri! 
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properly preliminary, and of inducement to the others, and pro- 
feffes fimply to recognife the repeated acknowledgments of the fer- 
vices of Mr. Haftings, which appear upon your records. Of the 
fecond propofition, which has for its objet an indemnity from the 
charges he has fuftained in his trial, I have not fo particularly 
{poken, becaufe it feems to me virtually included in the remunera- 
tion propofed by the third, to which I have prefumed ‘principally to 
call your attention. It certainly would be prepofterous to offer re- 
muneration, unlefs he were previoufly placed in fatu guo, in the 
fituation in which he ftood before the commencement of the trial, by 
the reimburfement of the expences with which his private fortune 
may have been charged. For this is merely compen/ation, and it is 
only from where this juft meafure completes itfelf, that remuneration 
can properly begin. In the fpirit of our law, which formally con- 
fiders his trial, as if it had never been, we ought to provide that he 
may not /ubfantially feel that it has been. 

The importance of the fubje@&t has engaged me farther than I in- 
tended—What, however, I wifh to add will, I perfuade myfelf, 
make fome amends for my having trefpaffed upon your indulgence. 

I remember, that on a late occafion, fomething in the way of ob- 
yeCtion and anfwer, was faid in this court, between fome gentlemen 
about party-motives. I am happy, Sir, that we are arrived this 
day at a queftion, in which the predilections of party will not mix 
themfelves—there can, on this occafion, be but one party among us 
—the party of humanity, gratitude, juftice. Ican therefore venture 
to cite the fentiments of a character, who certainly has, in his day, 
not been undiftinguifhed by party. He has, indeed, been generally 
fi uppotee not merely to have oiled the fprirgs, but with a bold and 
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mafterly hand, to have guided the machine itfelf of oppofition. 
That character views nowsits emotions, only from the retirement 
which he enjoys in literary leifure. It would be a pleafure to fee 
how this cultivated and claffical mind would exprefs itfelf upon any 
occafion—I have fortunately, Sir, in my hand, a copy of a paflage 
from his {peech on the very fubjet of your vote—I hope I have not 
drawn fo ill, as to make it neceffary to fubjoin the name of Mr. Al- 
derman Wilkes to the fketch. 

It was ona proud day for the City of T.ondon, when, in the re- 
ception of an ilJuftrious gueft, it difplayed all that honourable Old 
Englith hofpitality, which fo well graces its feftivities, that the 
Chamberlain was called upon, by his office, to pronounce a com- 
plimentary addrefs to the Marquis Cornwallis. I take the freedom 
of naming him, becaufe, though he is a member of this Court, he 
is probably not here. Iwifh, Sir, he was here, for as great minds 
naturally love one another, he would, I am fure, have received a 
very fincere pleafure from the Honourable Mover’s {tatement of the 
fervices of his predeceflor—of this addrefs, I fhall read a part which 
particularly relates to Mr. Haftings, but which, at the fame time, 
tacitly conveys the higheft compliment to the noble Marquis ; as it 
implies the perfuafion of the Speaker, that the character he was ad- 
dreffing, was of a ftamp fuperior to the jealoufy of thinking that the 
tribute perfonally offered to him, fuffered any diminution from the 
juft praife that was given to another. Thefe are his words: ‘* My 
‘¢ Lord, our great Mitton fays, Peace has her viétories, no lefs 
*« renown'd than War—They have been well earned in the civil ad- 
‘¢ miniftration of your Lordfhip. Zhe native inhabitants of India 

were, 
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‘< avere, at your Lordfhip’s* acceflion to power, the bappieft and 
‘© beft pratecied fubjeéis in India; and they continued to enjoy that 
‘ protection in the fulleft extent, under your happy aufpices. 
‘¢ The plan of a late Governor General, the faviour of India, (Mr. 
HasTincs) was examined with great care and attention, and 
“ adhered to with liberality. A better could not have been adopted. 
‘© With wonderful ability, he ftruggled through a mafs of difficul- 
ties of a different kind, brought on in a moft critical and _per- 
‘¢ plexed fituation of Indian affairs. He rofe fuperior to the com- 
bined efforts of our enemies, and preferved to us the empire of 
<* the Eat, to be fecured on the moft permanent bafis, and enlarged 
‘© by Lord Cornwallis.” 

Such, Sir, is the eftimation of the fervices which are this day of- 
fered to your confideration—Lefs than what is propofed, I affure 
myfelf, we fhall not do, more we cannot do—without affecting to 
be generous, we can only defire to be juft. And though we may, 
indeed, unprefumptuoufly indulge a refpectful, dutiful, and loyal 
with, that a character thus reflored to the affectionate gratitude of 
his employers, may not be undiftinguifhed by that favor, which, 
in this generous nation, ever awaits pre-eminent fervices—more is 
not with us. 

Sir, I have done—I give Mr. Haftings an independent vote, and 
I add to it, my wifh that the fuffrage of this court may cheer his 
ftill early evening, and that in the enjoyment of that fociety of per- 
fonal friends and connections which his character has formed around 


* Vide Letter from Sir John Macpherfon, roth of Auguft, 1786, referred to in 
«‘ The Proceedings in the Court of King’s Bench, &c.” oth of December, 1789. 
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him, forgetting the part of his life which has been marked by dit- 
quietude, he may look back only to the bright meridian of his day. 

After Mr. Jones Adair had fat down, 

Lord KINNAIRD faid, he fhould make no apology to the 
Court for prefenting himfelf to their notice on the prefent occafion, 
as he was one of the nine gentlemen who had figned the letter 
which had called the prefent meeting, it was his duty to ftate fome 
of the motives which had induced him to call for the fenfe of the 
Proprietors, on a matter which he conceived of great importance, 
inafmuch as the queftion now under their confideration involved 
in it principles of juftice, of found policy, and of momentous ex- 
ample. It was but fair that he fhould ftate to the Court the very 
fingular predicament in which he ftood refpecting this bufinefs ; in 
the firft place, he could affure them, that he had not the honour 
of any perfonal acquaintance with Mr. Haftings; he had never 
had any connection with him whatever, nor had he either directly 
nor indirectly, ever received any favour whatfoever from him, or 
by his mcans. He had had the honour of fitting as one of his 
judges for fome years, and as it was a very fevere duty he was about 
to perform, he had endeavoured to fit himfelf for it, by detaching 
from his mind every biafs that might miflcad his judgment ; 
though he had no difficulty in confeffing, that this was not quite 
fo cafy a tafk, inafmuch as fome of the gentlemen who were en- 
trufted by the Houfe of Commons to manage the profecution, 
were thofe for whofe general principles, political as well as moral, 
he had confiderable veneration ; and whofe habits of thinking and 
acting in politics were congenial with his own; and the exercife 
of whofe talents, he had never liftened to zwustis auribus. It was 
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not poflible then, but fome degree of prejudice againft Mr. Hatft- 
ings, muft have exifted, and his mind from the opinions which 
were at that time maintained, and by men to whom he then was; 
and is proud to avow himfelf ftill attached. Aware of the won- 
derful combination of talents which were called forth to make good 
the charges of the Commons, he endeavoured that his judgment 
fhould not be feduced, either by the general predilections of his 
ufual habits of thinking, or by the brilliant difplay of cloquence, 
which amazed and delighted thofe who liftened to it; and he made 
his mind up on the refult of the evidence which was produced, and 
was applicable to the charges exhibited, in as far as they went, 
while he fat in Weftminftcr Hall, and the refult of all the induf- 
try and attention he was capable of giving to the fubject, was a 
firm conviction that Mr. Haftings ought to be acquitted; and he 
moft fincerely rejoiced to find that the opinion of his judges, had 
reftored to the Company a meritorious fervant, who had undergone 
a trial, which, thank God, had no parallel in the pages of hif- 
tory ; a trial which had well-nigh endangered the very exiftence of 
the fupreme judicial tribunal of this kingdom ; for it is well known 
that circumftances refpecting the nature of evidence, as weil as the 
difgufting tedioufnefs of the proceedings, had well-nigh banifhed 
from the minds of all men, every refpect or favour, and that the 
proceedings in this caufe, can ever be treated with refpect, or the 
Court itfelf hereafter held in due veneration—muft be attributed to 
the fagacious and penetrating mind of a noble and learned Lord, 
who lately held the firft judicial office in this country—whofe fteady 
zeal to protect the dignity of the Court in which he fat, could only 
be equalled by the power of effecting it; for a more extraordinary 
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difplay of a mind capable of difcriminating amidit the mafs of cum- 
brous matter in which this queftion was involved, all that was ne- 
ceffary or applicable to its elucidation, never was exhibited, and 
could only be furpaffed by the aftonifhing facility with which that 
noble Lord difcuffed, felected, and made plain, to the fimpleft 
capacity, points which before appeared involved in impenetrable 
obf{curity ; and thereby did he enable every one of the noble Judges 
to give their verdict from a knowledge of the fubject, agreeable 
to the conviction of their minds. How much then was due to 
that noble and learned Lord? and how honourable to the gentle- 
man in queftion was fuch a teftimony? In every point of view 
one is amazed that the conduct of Mr. Haftings for fo many years, 
and in fo many difficult and perilous moments, fhould not have 
furnifhed the zeal (he had almoft faid furious zeal) of one of the 
principal Managers of the impeachment, whofe powers of wield- 
ing the pen muft ever be looked up to with admiration, to faften 
upon him one criminal at; more efpecially when one recollects 
that all the talents of ancient Greece, or all the acquifitions of 
Rome, in her moft brilliant days, could not have furnifhed more 
powerful examples of fafcinating eloquence, for the purpofe of 
blackening and criminating the character of the gentleman in quef- 
tion; the commanding eloquence of Pericles, the impreffive accu- 
fer of Efchines, the powerful oratory of Demofthenes, or the more 
perfuafive talents of Cicero, had their imitators, and he might al- 
moft fay their equals, exhibited on that ftage; and notwithftanding 
all this, the character of Mr. Haftings hath paffed through the 
ordeal trial of this fierce alembic, nor has one fpot of criminal 
error been fixed on it. Who then, faid his Lordfhip, can deny, 
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that- the refult of all this tedious and afflicting bufinefs has been 
highly honourable to him? If, then, the meritorious fervices of 
this gentleman, both in a pecuniary and political point of view, as 
detailed by the honourable mover of the queftion, are eftablifhed 
beyond the poffibility of a doubt, would it be fit that the juftice, 
dignity, and good policy of the Company, fhould be violated in 
his cafe, merely becaufe he had undergone a profecution, (it may 
almoft be called a perfecution) for feven long years, and having 
eftablifhed his innocence, now afks for that teftimony of the Com- 
pany’s fenfe of his fervices, which would have been granted him 
when he firft arrived from India, without a diffenting voice? If 
fo, what mighty boon, faid his Lordfhip, is now propofed, for to 
accommodate himfelf to. the ideas of thofe who caculate nicely, the 
quantum, and not the policy of rewards for fervices? Let it be 
fuppofed that the annuity now moved for, had been granted to 
Mr. Haftings. from the time he left India—the fum he would have 
received, adding to it a moderate progreffive intere{t, would nearly 
reach that which is now required to. be applied to difcharge a debt, 
not incurred by any voluntary act of Mr. Haftings, but arifing out 
ef his peculiar fituation, as the fervant of the Company ; and as 
it appears. that no blame whatever has attached to him in that cha- 
ractcr, it is but bare juftice that he fhould be fupported by thofe, 
for whofe fervice he has fuffcred. 

God forbid that his reward fhould be the privilege to beg on 
the bridge which he has himfelf fupported, and. fo amply. decor 
rated. The juftice of this cafe, faid his Lordfhip, is fo apparent 
that there cannot be a diffenting voice. But, alas! the abridged 
powers of the Court never could be regretted more truly than at 
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prefent, for the motion, when agreed to here, can only be faid to 
be in its progrefs to obtain a fanction elfewhere ; let it then be fent 
with all that zeal and unanimity which may force concurrence, 
even from reluctant minds. A circumftance had been mentioned 
re{pecting the prefent of ten lacks of rupees, which Mr. Haftings 
added to the coffers of the Company, and which certainly the 
Company never would have poffeffed, but from the high efteem in 
which he was held, together with the opinion of a venerated rela~ 
tion of his Lordfhip. Now upon that fubject, his Lordfhip faid, 
he felt it his duty to confirm what had been ftated, as arifing out 
of his own perfonal knowledge ; had that truly refpectable cha- 
racter, faid he, whofe eloquence had been wont to delight, and 
arguments to convince this Court, been prefent that day, he would 
have been cager to have fupported the caufe of juftice: for though 
it is well known his general line of India politics did not fquare 
with that of Mr. Haftings, he would have been guided alone by 
that principle of diftributive juftice, which dictated the fentiment 
that had been quoted, and which he would have moved the Court 
to confirm, by returning the prefent, which it now appcars Mr. 
Haftings’s fervices fo truly merit—hitherto, no diffentrent voice; 
faid his Lordfhip, had appeared, and he hoped that none would ap« 
pear; for to fupport the caufe of juftice, and to reward the fervices 
of one who has added fo largely to the opulence of that great Com- 
pany, muft ever be the unanimous fentiment of a generous pro 
prietary ; and the bufinefs of the day would do honour to them; 
and their proceedings would prove the complete cure for all the 
fufferings of Mr. Haftings, and hold: forth to pofterity the beft-in+ 
citement to exertion on the. part of their fervants, by covering them — 
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with their protective wing. His Lordfhip apologized for detaining 
them fo Jong, and concluded by faying, that although he could 
have wifhed fome alteration in refpect to the term for which the 
the annuity was moved, yet he approved fo much of the principle, 
that the different motions met his moft hearty affent. 

Mr. VANSITTART faid, he rofe merely to ftate that he had 
been intimately acquainted with Mr. Haftings for above thirty 
years, and could witnefs that every objet of his heart, fince he 
had been in the Company’s fervice, had been to promote their in- 
terefts in India, and exalt the Britifh character in that quarter of 
the globe. That he had utterly difregarded thofe confiderations of 
enriching himfelf, and making his own fortune, which he undoubt- 
edly had in his power, and which it would have perhaps been 
more prudent to have attended to in a greater degree than he had 
done. Hence he did not come from India as rich as other men, 
with lefs opportunities, had returned home. ‘That he had pro- 
moted the Company’s intercft moft effectually was undeniable, as 
the increafe of their dividend bore the moft unequivocal proof of 
the fact. He merited, therefore, every confideration from the pro- 
prictary, who had profited in fo eminent a degree by his feryices, 
and he trufted that the Company would manifeft at once their gene- 
rofity, and their juftice, by preventing the confequences that muft 
.befal Mr. Haftings, if the heavy expences that had been incurred 
by his trial, on an impeachment for thofe meafures and acts of his 
government, by which the revenues of the Company had been in- 
creafed millions annually, were fuffered to remain as debts due 
from Mr. Haftings, at the fame time that they continued to fhare 
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and enjoy the profits of his able and wife conduct, when Governor 
General of India. 

Mr. TOLFREY rofe and faid, after the ample and eloquent 
manner in which the merits of Mr. Haftings’s government have 
been this day difcuffed, I certainly fhall not intrude on the time of 
the Court, to exprefs, at any length, my own fentiments on the 
fubject. The object of my rifing is to bring back to gentlemen’s 
recollection, the terms of the motion now to be decided on, which 
perhaps may render any further difcuffion refpecting it unneceffary. 
The motion now before the chair is merely to acknowledge our 
fenfe of Mr. Haftings’s long, faithful, and important fervices— 
that is, to be confiftent with ourfelves, by confirming the refolu- 
tion, which, if I miftake not, we unanimoufly came to foon after 
his return to this country. Whatever difference of opinion there 
may at prefent be (I truft ultimately there will be none) as to the 
indemnification or reward which Mr. Haftings may be entitled to. 
There has not appeared the flighteft difpofition to queftion the 
fact of his fervices, or to deny the extenfive benefits which both 
the Company and the nation have derived from them. Surely,. 
Sir, this is not the time to retract our former opinion of Mr. Haft. 
ings’s condu<t ; when we have the fatisfaction to find, that after 
the ordeal of an eight years trial, that it is fanctioned by the high- 
eft tribunal in this country. We fhall not place ourfelves in the 
capricious predicament of extolling Mr. Haftings before his ac- 
quittal, and denying him our approbation afterwards. We {hall 
not hefitate to confirm. our own refolution in his favour, when he 
has been honourably acquitted, after fuch a rigid inveftigation as 
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Mr. Haftings could have withftood: after a coalition of the moft 
eminent abilities this country can boaft; after the exertion of fuch 
powers of cloquence againft him, as innocence alone could fuftain, 
and the pure and enlightened minds of his judges refift. A noble 
Lord, one of his judges, has juft told us, defcribing its feductive 
influence, that the eloquence of Cicero was exerted againft Mr. 
Haftings. Yes, Sir, the part of Cicero was indeed abundantly 
played, but no Verres could be found. Inftead of provinces laid 
wafte and depopulated, Mr. Haftings left a rich and populous 
country. Inftead of a plundered and ruined, a protected and flou- 
rifhing nation. Inftead of curfes and execrations, he received the 
bleffings and prayers of thofe whom he had governed ; who, when 
his government was at an end, when his influence had expired, 
when he ftood before the bar of his country, loaded with imputed 
delinquencics, united in the eftuifions of their gratitude for the 
bleffings they had enjoyed under his wife, juft, and profperous 
adminiftration. The very people he ftood accufed with having op- 
preffed, united as with one voice to deny the oppreffion, and to 
yindicate the fuppofed oppreffor, tran{mitting acrofs the globe their 
willing and unfought teftimony of his great and eminent fervices ; 
of thofe fervices, we are now called upon by every principle of 
confiftency and juftice to acknowledge; and by all the ties of gra- 
titude to reverence, 

Mr. KNOX faid, he did not know Mr. Haftings, for he had 
never feen more of him than his back, under the difgraceful cir- 
cumftances of a prifoner at the Lords’ bar. He had, however, 
been in a fituation, while Mr. Haftings was Governor General of 
India, which enabled him to have authentic information of the 


State 


( 361 ) 


ftate of our affairs in that country ; and he owed it ‘to Mr. Hatt- 
ings, he owed it to the Proprictors of Eaft India Stock, and he 
owed it to himfelf, to ftate to.the Court upon this occafion the 
opinion which not himfelf only, but the adminiftration with which 
he had the honour to ferve, then entertained of Mr. Haftings’s 
conduct, Soon after the French entered into the war, as the allies 
of America, it was difcovered that a treaty had been made between 
them and Hyder Ally, which had for its object, the expulfion of 
the Englith from Indoftan; and to this treaty every onc of the 
country powers had acceded. There was then no moncy in the 
Company’s treafury ; the troops were feveral months in arrear, 
and an order to them to take the field would have produced a genc- 
ral mutiny. Such was the condition of the Company’s affairs 
when Mr. Haftings had advice of the arrival of a fupcrior French 
fleet upon the cuaft of Coromandel; and 1 well remember that every 
one who read the difpatches from India at that time declared the 
country was loft. It was under thefe circumftances, Mr. Haftings 
poficfied himfelf of the Begum’s treafures, with which he paid the 
army, and enabled it to take the ficld, and brought over the gene- 
ral of the Mahrattas, which diffolved the confederacy, and faved 
India to Great Britain. That action was made the ground of the 
heavieft charge againft him. But it fhould feem that his accufers 
were themfelves unconvinced of its enormity ; for when the mind 
1s fatisfied an unjuft action has been perpetrated, its firft motion is 
to make reftitution to the injured; the punifhment of the offender 
is a fecondary confideration. But while the vaulted roof of Weft- 
minfter Hall was refounding with imprecating apoftrophies, and 
the pavement below was ftrewed with ‘raw head and_ bloody 
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‘ bone,” Profopopeia, and every figure of rhetoric, was ex- 
haufted to draw down their Lordthip’s heavieft judgment upon the 
head of the culprit: not a wait was taken from arithmetic to cal- 
culate the compenfation that was to be made to the injured prin- 
cefles ; although the profecutors had the purfe of the nation, and 
could draw the ftrings at pleafi«re. 

As therefore he confidered Mr. Haftings as not only unjuftly 
accufed, but to have rendered great and important fervices to the 
Company and the nation, Mr. Knox faid, he fhould certainly give 
his fupport to his worthy friend’s propofition; and he was very fure 
if all thofe minifters with whom he had ferved were now alive, and 
to come into that court, they would think the compenfation pro- 
pofed much inferior to Mr. Haftings’s deferts. 

Mr. HEYWOOD declared he did not approve of the motion. 
He had nothing to fay of the merits of Mr. Haftings, nor apaintt 
him. He declared that he was an utter ftranger to that gentleman ; 
he had not even the advantage of an honourable Proprietor who 
had fpoken near him, fome little time fince (Mr. Knox ;) he had not 
even feen his back; he {poke merely as an independent Proprietor, 
and could not reconcile himfelf to vote away fo many thoufand 
pounds in a morning, merely becaufe.fome particular friends of 
Mr. Haftings came there and fpoke highly in his favour. He did 
not pretend to decide upon that gentleman’s merits or demerits, 
but he knew that the publie were heartily fick of the difcuffion, 
and that great differences of opinion had been, and {till were en- 
tertained by great, wife, and able men, upon the fubje& of his 
conduct. Admitting, however, that Mr. Haftings had done all 
that was imputed to him, when Governor General of India, the 
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moft that could be faid was, that he had done his duty as a fervant 
of the Company, and he prefumed other fervants had alfo done 
their duty ; he did not fee any ground of extraordinary claim arifing 
from that circumftance. It had been intimated that Mr. Haftings 
was poor, If fo, he was himfelf to blame for his want of prudence. 
The appointments and power of Governor General of India, for 
fo many years as Mr. Haftings had held them, he conceived, might 
well have enabled him to acquire a fortune fufficient to allow him 
to live not only with comfort, but with a degree of affluence equal 
to his fituation in life; and therefore, if he had neglected his op- 
portunities, that was his own fault, and not the fault of the Com- 
pany. With regard to his trial, Gentlemen ought to recollect 
that Mr. Haftings had been impeached by the Commons of Eng- 
land, on behalf of the country; having, therefore, been acquitted, 
the country ought to difcharge his expences, and not the Company, 
who had not accufed him, or put him on his trial. At any rate, 
Parliament ought to have been applied to in the firft inftance, and if 
the application had been rejected there, it would then have been time 
enough to have appealed to the generofity of the Proprictors of Eaft 
India Stock. But, befides this, there feemed another point, Mr. 
Heywood faid, which appeared to him to call for confideration and 
decifion, as a preliminary, before they difcuffed the merits of the 
queftion itfelf. He wifhed to have information from the proper 
legal authority, whether that Court had a right, under the laft 
A@ of Parliament, (33 Geo. III. cap. 3.) to vote or give 70,000/ 
to the difcharge of Mr. Haftings’s debts, or on any other account 
whatever. He underftood that the whole of the revenues of the 
Company was fpecially appropriated by that aét, and therefore he 
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was inclined to doubt the rzght of the Court to render the motion 
effeCtual, if it were voted. But even if they had the right, he 
thought they ought not to exercife it till after the Houfe of Com- 
mons had been applied to on the fubject, without effect. 

Mr. GRANT (a Direétor) faid, that having the misfortune to 
differ in opinion from moft of the gentlemen who had delivered 
their fentiments on the fubject, and thinking with the learned gen- 
tleman who had juft fat down, that if the expences incurred by Mr. 
Haftings were to be difcharged, the nation, on whofe behalf he 
had been impeached, ought to pay them, and not the Company ; 
he could not, therefore, agree to the propofitions brought forward, 
Mr. Grant faid, he had thought it neceffary to ftate this, in confe- 
quence of the opinion he had formed for himfelf on the fubject, 
and that he had no motive whatever for the declaration he had madc, 
but the impreffion and conviction of his own mind. He acted not 
in concert with any one gentleman, neither had he any knowledge 
of the opinions of others who had not yet delivered their fentiments, 
but thinking as he did, without the fmalleft confideration of a per- 
fonal nature, he fhould not vote on any of the propofitions. 

Mr. TRENCH CHISWELL rofe to explain. He faid he had 
it in his power to give the Court fome information relative to one 
part of the learned gentleman’s fpeech, viz. that Parliament ought 
to have been applied to, in the firft inftance, for the difcharge 
of the law expences attendant on the trial of Mr. Haftings. Mr. 
Chifwell faid, he had himfelf been one of two gentlemen to wait 
on the Minifter, to confult with him for the very purpofe of pre- 
fenting a petition to the Houfe of Commons to that effect, as gen- 
tlemen would recollect that, according to the forms of the. Houfe, 
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no petition for money can be entertained by the Houfe unlefs his 
Majefty’s chancellor of the exchequer rifes and fignifies his Ma- 
jeity’s confent to that petition being received. That the minifter 
had declared to him, and the other gentlemen with him, that he 
could not advife his Majefty to give his confent: the friends of Mr. 
Haftings were therefore compelled to make the application to. the 
Company. 

Mr. JACKSON faid, he found himfelf much relieved from the 
embarraf{ment, which he fhould otherwife have felt upon the pre- 
fent occafion, by the manly conduct of his honourable and learned 
friend (Mr. Heywood) who had had the fortitude to face the 
torrent of cloquence and opinion which had borne down upon the 
Court, and boldly fay, what he felt and thought as an independent 
Proprietor; fuch, Mr. Jackfon faid, was the example which he 
fhould attempt to follow; he fclt, indeed, much concern at being 
obliged to differ upon fuch an occafion, not only from. his ho- 
nourable friend (Mr. Lufhington) who had opencd the queftion 
with fo much candour and ability, but with many other very re- 
{pectable perfons, who had been new to their debates, aud ap- 
parently indifferent to their proceedings, till that, and the preceding 
General Court. It was fome confolation to him, however, to think, 
that upon a great part of what had been propofed hs objections 
would principally be confined to the form of proceeding, which 
his honourable friend might perhaps fee the wifdom of accom- 
modating to the general practice of that Court. 

All the honourable Gentlemen who had gone before him, had 
difcovered great folicitude to convince the Court, that they had no 
kind of perfonal connection with Mr. Haftings. There were few 
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perfons more at liberty than himfelf, to make a fimilar declaration ; 
he could well fay with a noble and learned Lord, that he only 
knew Mr. Haftings as he knew Alexander the Great, by having read 
of the fame of his actions. As to the private character of Mr, 
Haftings, he collected it through a medium the moft honourable to 
that gentleman, namely, the excellent character of thofe friends, 
who for fo many years had fhewn towards him a degree of attach- 
ment that feems to increafe with his fufferings, and rife with the 
neceffity which called for their fupport; with many of thofe he 
had the pleafure of an intimate acquaintance; he knew them to be 
men that could not cherifh or adhere to any perfon whom they 
thought deficient in honour, or general worth. 

Mr. Jackfon defired to be underftood as profteffcdly and expreffly 
refraining from any difcuffion of the merits of Mr. Haftings, the 
Court would fee by the motion with which he fhould have the 
honour to conclude, that he thought the fit time for fuch a difcuf- 
fion would be on receiving the report from the Directors ; fhould 
it then be thought neceffary, he would endeavour to difcharge his 
duty. He was one that thought Mr. Haftings not free from error, 
but he thought alfo, that he had performed great and fplendid 
{ervices ; and as the Company had deemed it proper to pocket the 
fruits of them, he conccived they were bound in honour to dif- 
charge towards Mr. Haftings, what had been called by the learned 
Gentleman (Mr. Adair) as liberally as jufily, adebt of gratitude. 

The objection which Mr. Jackfon faid he felt to the prefent form 
of proceeding was, that it began at the wrong end. The con- 
ftitution of the Company required, it was true, the concurrence of 
both Courts to operate any grant of money but the practice had 
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been cither to receive propofitions of that nature from the Directors, 
by way of recommendation, or elfe to refer the matter from that 
Court to their confideration. If that precedent were broken in upon, 
he thought it might lead to the moft dangerous confequences. The 
Directors were a re{ponfible body, the Proprictors were not. The 
Directors had means of inquiry, which the Proprietors did not 
poflefs ; with the Directors, every fuch refolution as thofe now 
propofed, would be the refult of great thought and deliberation ; 
with the Proprietors, it was frequently from the warm impulfe of 
the moment, that ill brooked thofe neceffary guards, which the 
law had placed upon their funds, Neither could he help thinking, 
Mr. Jackfon faid, but that it was treating their Directors lightly, 
thus to call upon them to pay very confiderable fums of money, 
without even afking their opinion of the propriety of the meafure, 
or if they poffeffed the means for carrying it into execution. 
The Court would recolle&, that in the cafe of the Marquis 
Cornwallis, it was not only in deliberation, but in terms, the joint 
act of the Court of Directors, and the Court of Proprietors. He 
had had the honour to fecond and fupport the propofition refpecting 
the noble Marquis, and remembered to have been anxious that it 
fhould be done in fuch a way, as to be confiftent with that principle 
which he now contended for, namely, that the Directors were 
the conftitutional guardians of the public purfe of the Company. 
Mr. Jackfon faid, that though he wifhed the whole to be re- 
ferred to the confideration of the Directors, in the firft inftance, yet 
as perhaps a majority of gentlemen had come down to fupport 
certain refolutions, and a manner of procceding previoufly agreed 
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had been propofed for Mr. Haftings, namely, a penfion, and an indem- 


nification for his law expences. He thought them, in every point 
of view, extremely diftinct. The penfion he wifhed to fee beftowed 
upon Mr. Haftings, for the reafons he had ftated, becaufe he had 
rendered confiderable fervices to the Company ; and though he had 
not incrcafed their revenue to the extent defcribed by the honourable 
Gentleman who opened the -debate, and who had omitted to notice 
the India debt, which had arifen during the adminiftration of Mr. 
Haftings, and muft of courfe be dediaea from the revenue of the 
territories acquired, as well as a little confounded publicand private 
acts, yet it feemed generally to be admitted, that Mr. Haftings had 
Jaid the foundation of that folid government, which had now taken 
place, and which had given a ftability and confiftency to our Kaftern 
territories, fcarce known to any other colonial poffeflions whatever. 
And even admitting thefe teritories to have been acquired by means 
not the moft regular, and not warranted by the orders of the Com- 
pany, ftill the Company, he thought, had eftopped themfelves from 
the right of making fuch objections, by having conftantly, and 
exultingly taken among their affets, the rental of thofe acquifitions. 
‘They were bound, therefore, by every tie of gratitude and honour, 
to provide comfort for the latter day of him, whofe fervice had 
been to them a fource of riches, as far as was confiftent with pro- 
pricty, with the law, and with the ftate of their finances. He 
thought the Gentlemen who brought forward the bufinefs, had 
fhewn great good fenfe, and Mr. Haftings an honourable degree of 
candour, by the explicit ftatement of his property, which had been 
delivered. An idea had certainly gone abroad, that though Mr. 
Haftings might be poor, Mrs. Haftings was rich. So perfect and 
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implicit, Mr. Jackfon faid, was his confidence in every declaration 
which fell from his honourable friend (Mr. Lufhington) that from 
that moment, he fhould entertain no doubt upon the fubject. With 
regard, however, to the manner of the penfion, he thought his 
honourable friend had fallen into a confiderable inaccuracy, when 
he propofed it to be a retrofpective penfion. What was a retro- 
{pective penfion, but a gift of fo much as was retrof{pective ? And 
did the act warrant cither the Company, or the commiffioners. for 
_ the affairs of India, to break in upon the fettled appropriations, by 
gifts, or grants of fums of money? 

As to the indemnification, Mr. Jackfon faid, he thought it an 
extremely different queftion from the remuneration by way of pen- 
fion ; the indemnification, if liftened to at all, muft be confidered as 
an act of munificence; it ought never to have been treated as 
obligatory upon the Company in equity or in law. Upon this part 
of the fubject, he agrecd entirely with his honourable and Icarned 
friend, (Mr. Heywood) that the indemnification fhould proceed 
from the public purfe. He admitted that Mr. Haftings was an 
injured man, but it was the State, not the Eaft India Company, 
which ,had injured him; and even the State had not injured, but 
by accufing him. God forbid that impediments fhould be thrown 
in the way of, or odium caft upon the accufation of public charac- 
ters; the fafety of the people depended upon the facility of pro- 
ceeding againft them. But the State had no right to keep Mr. 
Haftings feven years upon atrial, which ought to have been finifhed 
in as many months, perhaps in as many wecks. It was a grofs 
and {candalous violation of the fundamental maxims of the law and 
the conftitution, and one of the deareft inherent rights, with which 
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and to which every Briton was born, namely, the fpeedy adminif- 
tration of juftice. It was in vain that fome men were cternally 
pronouncing warm eulogiums upon liberty, or glowing panegyrics 
upon the conftitution, while fo flagrant an inftance as a feven years 
trial, at an expence of 70,000/, {tained the page of their hiftory. 
Every difcriminating foreigner would laugh them to fcorn, and afk, 
is this your libertv! and is fuch your conftitution? Let Mr. 
Haftings, then, firft apply to his country, to which, with fo much 
juftice, he might prefer his claim. If he miffed of indemnification, 
his country would lofe its character ; and if fuch fhould be the cafe, 
and Mr. Haftings meet with a refufal, he would not deny but that 
if he came back to that Court, as to his old friends and cmployers, 
and candidly told them, that without their further kindnefs, he 
muft fink, he (Mr. Jackfon) fhould feel as anxious as any man, 
to adminifter to him every confolation which great minds are fuf- 
ceptible of, as far as was confiftent with the circumftances of the 
Company. 

Mr. Jackfon then noticed, how much the honour of the General 
Court was concerned, in abftaining from a refolution which could 
have no legal effect. He reminded them how fuccefsfully the argu- 
ment of hafty and tumultuary refolutions, and their contravening 
both the government and their Directors, had been ufed, when an 
attempt was made, under Mr. Fox’s bill, to annihilate General 
Courts altogether, though notwithftanding fome inftances of abufe, 
they had proved the wifeft check that could have been centrived, 
and did, upon that very occafion, fave the Company. If it were 
poffible that there fhould be any perfons then prefent, brooding 
over an abridgment of thcir privileges, or foolifhly thinking that 
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Commiffioners or Directors were exalted by bringing General 
Courts into contempt, inftead of perceiving that the weight of 
the one conftituted the dignity of the other, neither of which had 
ever ftood higher than at that moment, {uch perfons mi ght indeed 
anticipate triumph from the proceedings of that day, for he would 
venture to prophecy that fome of the refolutions, if carried, would 
never travel beyond that Court, but being null in themfelves, would 
only remain upon their journals, at once a proof of their impotency 
and precipitation. | 

Under thefe impreffions, Mr. Jackfon faid, and from his great 
anxiety to prevent a precedent which might at fome future time be 


fatally perverted, he fhould move, by way of amendment to the 





fecond refolution, 
Mr. Jackfon was interrupted by its being obferved by feveral 
gentlemen, that the fecond refolution was-not yet before the Court, 
and as there appeared to be no difference of opinion about the firft, 
that which went to a gencral acknowledgment of the important 
fervices of Mr, Haftings, it was fubmitted to the Court, whether 
it would not be better to put the queftion upon that, betore they 
proceeded to difcufs the merits of the fecond ? 
This being agreed to, the firft motion was voted unanimoufly. » 
Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON then refe to move the fecond; 
which was as follows : | 
‘« That the charges made againft Warren Haftings, Efq. having 
‘¢ been founded upon the public acts of his government in Bengal, 
‘and he having been acquitted of all fuch charges, it is highly 
‘* reafonable that the faid Warren Haftings, Efq. fhould be indem- 
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“* nified for the legal expences incurred by him, in making his de- 
“© fence.’ Which was handed to the Chair, and read in form. 

Mr. JACKSON then rofe again, and moved by way of amendment 
to the fecond refolution, that after the word ‘* Refolved,”’ the whole 
of the words of that refolution fhould be left out, and the following 
inferted in their ftead, viz. ‘* That it be recommended to the Court 
‘* of Directors to take into their confideration the fervices and fitua- 
‘* tion of Warren Haitings, Efq. late Governor General of Bengal ; 
‘* and to report their opinion to this Court, in what mode, and to 
‘* what extent, it may be expedient for the proprietors to grant a pe- 
‘* cuniary compenfation for the fame.” 

This amendment being feconded by Mr. Bryan Troughton, 

Major SCOTT rofe after Mr. Jackfon, and faid, that nothing 
would have induced him to have offered himfelf to the attention of 
the court on the prefent day, but the circumftance of his being well 
informed of fome facts, which, perhaps, were not fo accurately 
known by other Gentlemen, and which it was very important to 
ftate on this occafion. It feemed to be the unanimous opinion of the 
court, that the expences incurred by Mr. Haftings in the courfe ‘of 
his trial ought to be paid fome how or other, but the learned Gentle- 
man who fpoke laft, and another learned Gentleman who preceded 
him, had both declared that it was unfair and unjuft to make fuch a 
demand upon the Company, until Mr. Haftings had firft tried the 
Houfe of Commons, who, in juftice, ought to pay the expences. 
Major Scott faid, that thofe Gentlemen fpoke the fentiments of Mr. | 
Haftings moft exactly, and in his own words. In every difcuffion 
upon this fubject amongft his friends, as often as it was mentioned, 
that, in return for the great benefits which the Company had re- 
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ceived from his adminiftration, there could be no doubt of their in- 
demnifying him for his expences, and rewarding him for his fer- 
vices, Mr. Haftings replied, that he trufted to the Company for fuch 
aremuneration as they might think him, under all the circumftances 
of the cafe, entitled to for his fervices; but with refpect to his ex- 
pences, he conceived that he had not the flighteft claim upon the | 
Company, until he had tried the Houfe of Commons, becaufe Gen- 
tlemen of all parties in that Houfe had recognized the juftice of 
his claim to indemnification at various ftages of the trial, in the event 
of his acquittal. Major Scott faid, that notwithftanding this had 
been the language of Gentlemen in the Houfe, while the trial was 
pending, yet there was hardly one member to whom Mr. Haftings 
applied, that did not ftrongly diffuade him from trying the Houfe of 
Commons, affuring him at the fame time, that he had not the moft 
diftant chance of fuccefs. Mr. Haftings, however, who was not 
deterred from.doing what he conceived to be right, even by the al- 
moft unanimous diffent of his private friends in the Houfe of Com- 
mons, wrote a petition, couched in the moft moderate language, in 
which he fet forth, that he had been thirteen years Governor, or 
Governor General of Bengal, in times of great difficulty and danger : 
that he had formed a fy{tem for the internal government of Bengal, 
in the firft period of his adminiftration, had repelled the attacks of 
our foreign enemies in the fecond period, and finally had left it, and 
its refources, confiderably augmented, and in a ftate of profperity : 
that to his misfortune, however, the late Houfe of Commons thought 
differently of his conduct, andin the end he was impeached ; twenty 
articles were preferred again{ft him, which included every important 
act of his government for the fpace of thirteen years ; civil, military, 
political, 
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political, and financial: that to defend himfelf againft fuch a variety 
of charges, a very great expence was neceflarily incurred, for though 
it was true, that the Houfe ultimately refted the caufe upon four 
points, yet he was uninformed of this intention, until the fourth 
year of his trial. That the total legal expence of the trial, exceeded 
feventy thoufand pounds, of which more than fixty thoufand pounds 
were {till unpaid. That as he had been fully acquitted of all the 
charges, and as he was convinced it was not the intention of the 
Houfe, that had impeached him, to ruin him by the necefflary ex- 
pences in making his defence, even if he had been guilty ; ftilllefs, 
could it be the intention of the prefent Houfe, to leave him involved 
in atter ruin, after fo complete an acquittal. He, therefore, hum- 
bly prefumed to lay his unprecedented cafe before the Houle, pray- 
ing for fuch relief, as in their juftice and wifdom they might think 
him entitled to. Major Scott faid, that he had not a copy of the 
petition, in his pocket, but he believed he had with tolerable accu- 
racy detailed its moft material contents to the Court. His honoura- 
ble friend (Mr. Chifwell) had already ftated that the petition was 
fubmitted to the minifter, and unlefs Mr. Pitt fignified his Ma- 
jefty’s confent to its being prefented, the petition, confiftently with 
the forms of the Houfe, could not be prefented at all. Mr. Pitt, 
as the Court already knew, had faid, that he could not, with pro- 
priety, advife his Majefty to allow him to fignify fuch aflent. 
What then could Mr. Haftings do? The door of the Houfe was 
barred againft him. He was not a member himfelf, and as the fen- 
timents of the oppofition were alfo pretty well known to be hoftile to 
the petition, what individual member would hazard a motion with 


an abfolute certainty of its being negatived? Every member would 
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act upon his own feelings, but Mr. Haftings was left without a 
choice. The language of many members had certainly been, that 
the Company had benefited by all thofe acts of Mr. Haftings, which 
the laft Houfe of Commons had condemned; confequently the 
Company was the proper body to apply to. The minifter ftopped 
the direct mode of application, for reafons which doubtlefs would 
fully juftify him for acting as he had done. Mr. Haftings, there- 
fore, had norefource left, but an application to that body, in whofe 
- fervice he had been for fo many years, and who had fo repeatedly 
admitted the value and importance of his fervice—Major Scott faid, 
that after the forcible and eloquent fpeech of the honourable Gentle- 
man who opened the bufinefs, it would, indeed, be fuperfluous to 
add a fingle word, unlefs as it applied to the obfervations of thofe 
Gentlemen, members of the Houfe of Commons, who conceived 
that the Company, and not the nation, ought to pay the law ex- 
pences. In truth, the Major faid, the Eaft-India Company had 
been tried, for feven years, inthe perfon of Mr. Haftings ; perhaps 
he might carry it fill higher, he might fay, that in the perfon of 
Mr. Haftings, the Britifh nation had thought proper to inquire 
whether it could, with any regard to character, honour, or morals, 
continue to enjoy the immenfe advantage, which fhe annually drew 
from India, and of which the King’s minifters annually and loudly. 
boafted. The refult of the mcafures of Mr, Haftings certainly 
was this, that above two millions fterling were added to the annual 
refources of the Bengal government ; that is, when Mr. Hatftings 
came to the government of Bengal, the total annual refources were 
three millions one hundred and thirty-two thoufand pounds ; when 


he quitted them, they were five millions two hundred and eightcen 
thoufand 
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thoufand pounds ; and by the continued operation of. the fyftem 
eftablifhed by Mr. Haftings, they were increafed to five millions 
and a half. The Major then defired the Court to confider for one 
moment—for what had Mr. Haftings been impeached ? It was hardly 
neceflary to tellthem, that he was impeached for all that fyftem of 
foreign and domeftic policy, which confiderably extended their em- 
pire, preferved it from foreign enemies, and which added two mil- 
lions a year to the refources of the aft-India Company. But they 
were not merely to confider the juftice of paying expences incurred 
in defending the propriety of meafures by which zey had fo highly 
benefitted ; they were alfo to confider that in the event of the con- 
demnation of Mr. Haftings, the Company muft have been utterly, 
and irretrievably ruined.—He would not take the large ground on 
which the impeachment originally refted, but confine himfelf to the 
three points on which evidence was given, that jointly affected Mr. 
Haftings and the Eaft-India Company—thefe were Benares, the 
Begum, and the prefents. In the charge of Benares, Mr. Haftings 
was accufed of unjuftly expelling Cheyt Sing, and criminally ex- 
torting an additional rent of two hundred thoufand pounds a year 
from the prefent Rajah. That additional rent has been paid ever 
fince 1781; confequently with the intercft, the expulfion of Cheyt 
Sing has brought above five millions into the public treafury. The 
Begum’s money, with intereft, is one million eight hundred thou- 
{and pounds; and the prefents received by Mr. Haftings for the 
| Company, with the intereft upon them, would now be nine hun- 
dred thoufand pounds. A total of eight millions, befides a dimi- 
nution of 200,000/, a year from the future rent of Benares. 
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Major Scott faid, that upon no principle of juftice, honour, or 
common fenfe, could Mr. Haftings have been found guilty, and 
the Company left to enjoy the fruits of rapine, oppreffion, and 
plunder. Indeed if there were any Gentlemen in the Court, as he 
had no doubt there were, who were in Weftminfter Hall the laft day 
ef Mr. Sheridan’s fpeech, they muft recollect, that that Gentleman, 
in the moft diftinét and unqualified terms declared, that the profecu- 
tion of Mr. Haftings was undertaken for the exprefs purpofe of 
doing guftice to India. ‘Topunifhthe oppreffor was certainly an ob- 
ject, faid Mr. Sheridan, but trifling indeed, when compared to the 
more important one of redrefing the wrongs of the oppreffed. He ad- 
mitted it to be true, that many millions had been acquired by the 
acts of Mr. Haftings. But the Lords, as judges, were not to look 
to any confequences that might refult from his condemnation. Cheyt 
Sing, if Mr. Haftings were found guilty, muft be fought out, 
whether he were in a Mahratta camp, or with Tippoo Syltan. He 
muft be reftored precifcly as he ftood in 1781 ; and the intereft of 
the additional rents received muft be repaid to him. The Begum 
muft alfo have her money back, with intereft. The prefents muft 
likewife be reftored to thofe from whom they were received. All 
this muft be done by the Company, if its funds would anfwer for 
fo many millions! if not, by the Houfe of Commons, ceconomical 
as they were. To fuppofe that the nation would punifh Mr. Haft- 
ings for being an oppreffor, yet meanly enjoy the fruits of his op- 
preffions, was moft bafely to libel her. Such, the Major faid, was 
the concluding fpeech of Mr. Sheridan, when reprefenting, in 
Weftminfter Hall, all the people of England. Shall it then be faid, 
that Mr. Haftings only was tried? Impoffible! His acquittal is a 
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matter of infinite moment to the Eaft-India Company, in a pecu- 
niary point of view; but, faid the Major, it is of infinite moment 
indeed, in a point of much greater confequence—it has preferved 
pure and unfullied the honour of the Company, and of the Britifh 
nation. It has cleared both from thofe vile and deteftable calum- 
nics which have been circulated againft the Company, and againtt 
the nation as connected with this Company, for fo many years. 
The world will now believe that folemn truth, fo often afferted by 
the King’s India minifter, and by every man poffeffing any know- 
ledge of the fubject—That the government of Great Britain has 
been a bleffing, and not a curfe, to the millions under its rule. 
That our fubjects are the happieft and beft protected people in India, 
That Bengal has been ina progreffive {tate of improvement from the 
firft period of Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration to the prefent day, 
By the acquittal of Mr. Haftings, the juftice, as well as the wif- 
dom of thofe meafures, are fully eftablifhed, by which fums were 
received, amounting, with intereft, to above thirty-four millions. 
fterling, and additional revenues actually created, exceeding two: 
millions fterling a year; and we may now be faid to hold fecurely, 
what, prior to the acquittal of Mr. Haftings, we held by a very pre- 
carious tenure. In this point of view, and fo it muft be confidered,. 
his acquittal is a moft important fubject for triumph, both to the 
Company and to the nation, after having done fo much for both ; 
leaving India, as Mr. Haftingsdid, after a thirteen years adminiftra-- 
tion, with its revenues fo greatly improved; preferving it, as he 
did, in the laft general war againft the moft powerful combination 
ever formed for the deftruction of a fingle ftate; beloved, refpected, 
and regretted as he was when he left India, and retaining to this 
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moment, as he has done, al] the affections and efteem of the people 
whom he governed fo long, and the general regard of his country- 
men who have ferved in India; after having gone through an ordeal 
of feven years, will this Company, adopting the fentiments of two 
learned Gentlemen, fay to Mr. Haftings, we think you have 
been a moft profitable and able fervant to us, we always thought 
fo, you ought to be paid your expences, you ought to be re- 
warded; but we did not profecute you, it was the Houfe of Com- 
mons, it was the Britifh nation—let them pay as they ought to do? 
Mr. Chairman, this Company will not hold fuch language. They 
know that Mr. Haftings thought, as the learned Gentleman does, 
that in equity he hada fair claim upon the Houfe of Commons ; 
but he had no power to enforce his claim. Could he compel thofe 
who thought differently as to the juftice of his claim, to change 
their opinions ? No—he could not.—He had no means of bringing 
his cafe even btfore the Houfe of Commons; for no individual 
member, knowing the fentiments both of the minifter and of the 
oppofition, would be very fond of moving the queftion. Was he 
then between tvo ftools to fall to the ground? Impoffible! Mr. 
Chairman, I lave the fulleft confidence both in the juftice and 
the gencrofity o the Court, to a fervant whom they have repeatedly 
thanked for hisexertions, and to whom the Court of Diredtors, after 
all his acts wer before them, returned unanimous thanks for long, 
faithful, and alle fervices. 

Mr. JACKSON begun his reply, by obferving that the honoura- 
ble Gentleman( Major Scott) had undefignedly, he was fure, but 
palpably, mifrorefented his argument; he had charged him with 
an intention toput Mr. Haftings betwixt two ftools, by fending 
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him from that Court to the Houfe of Commons, where it was now 
certain he would obtain no‘redrefs. Mr. Jackfon appealed to the 
recollection of the Court, if he had not expreffly faid, that if the 
Houfe of Commons fhould be fo loft to decency and juftice, as to 
refufe indemnification to a perfon who had been kept feven years 
upon his trial at the fuit of the country, then would be the time 
for Mr. Haftings to. come to that Court, and throw himfelf into the 
arms of his friends, and fairly {tate his fufferings and his fituation. 
Did the honourable Major fear that the Court would grow cool in-a 
few weeks? Wasit likely that the Proprietors, who on that day had 
fhewn fo much fenfibility and warmth of affection towards Mr. 
Haftings ; who had not fuffered a {pace of eight or ten years refidence 
in this country to deaden a fingle impreffion of fervices performed 
even feveral years hefore his return ; but, on the contrary, had fhewn 
themfelves as much alive to their merit, as if Mr. Haftings had 
landed but yefterday to give an account of them? Was it canfiftent, 
he defired to afk, to fuppofe that the fame perfons would fay to Mr. 
Haftings when he came back to them unfuccefsful from the Houfe 
of Commons, ch! no! you fhould have taken u: while we were 
warm—you fhould have infifted while we were in tke humour ; that 
period is now paffed, and we will have nothing to to with your in- 
demnification ? Sure he was, that no feature of the character of that 
Court juftified fuch a fuppofition. 

Mr. Jackfon faid, he could not hear, without «treme concern, 
Gentlemen who were, or had: been members of the Bitifh legiflature, 
{peak of the anfwer of the minifter, as the refoluton:of the ftate; 
-much as he refpected his talents and his virtues, 1¢ thanked God, 
that the minifter of the country was mot yet: the krliament of the 
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Country, though fuch muft be the honourable Major’s conclufion, 
when he faid the doors of Parliament were fhut; fuch a declaration 
he thought did not become either the character of the legiflature, or 
the dignity of Mr. Haftings’s claim upon it. The honourable Gen- 
tleman muft know, that though no petition of a pecuniary nature 
could be Jain upon the table of the Houfe without a meffage from 
the Crown, yet it might be introduced, its mcrits might be opened 
and difcuffed fo as to bring the fubject before the country without 
that form. But a much more direct and manly way prefented itfelf, 
the means were within three fquare feet of where the honourable 
Major was feated ; he was furrounded by members of Parliament 
who had that day made moft eloquent and paffionate appeals to the 
juftice of the Court; he thought that they not only owed it to that 
facred principle but to Mr. Haftings’s honour, to movean addrefs te 
the Crown to take his fufferings into its confideration ; if they had 
not the courage or the inclination to perform this act of friendthip, 
he muit be compelled to fufpect the extent of that attachment which 
they had fo loudly boafted. It was not cnough to fay, that they 
fhould not fucceed ; he thouglrt they would ; for though the minifter 
might feel it impoflible to confent to the application, he might re- 
frain from oppofing it; at all events, thofe honourable members 
would have difcharged their duty to Mr. Haftings and to their coun- 
try. If the Commons of Great Britain thought proper to fubfcribe 
their own fhame, to place upon their records, and to chronicle to 
pofterity, that a Britifh fubject had been feven years upon his trial, 
and acquitted without conceffion or reparation from the people, his 
accufers, then he was perfuaded, that not only would Mr. Haflings 
experience the kindnefs and munificence of that Court, but every 
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generous heart throughout the country would fympathize with him, 
lighten his forrows, and even decorate and dignify misfortune, by 
bringing to it the tribute of univerfal affection. 

_ Mr. Jackfon thought it idle to fay, that the pride of the Houfe 
would not fuffer them to cherifh the application: he thought more 
worthily of the reprefentatives of the country ; he had before ex- 
prefily ftated, that he found no fault with the accufation; men of 
the moft honourable minds, and of the niceft fenfibility, daily ac- 
cufed, in inftances where the party was acquitted ; and if it once 
obtained as a conclufion, that the acquittal of the party accufed re- 
ficcted difgrace upon the accufers, the whole fyftem of jurifprudence 
would be fhaken to its center; but fure he was, that the fame eleva- 
tion of fentiment, which made careful and feeling accufers, would 
lead them to commiferate and repair any injury, which had arifen out 
of a departure from the ordinary courfe of juftice, to the perfon 
whom they had failed to convict. He trufted, therefore, that the 
honourable members to whom he had alluded, would not meafure 
principle by the probability of its fuccefs ; he hoped that juftice was 
not of fo mutable a nature, as to be one thing in St. Stephen’s chapel, 
and another in Leadenhall-ftreet ; that moral obligation was to be 
confidered as binding at one end of the town, and perfectly loofe at 
the other; this was a fyftem of cthicks to which he could not fub- 
{cribe, and which, for the honour of human nature, he hoped 
would never be fet up. Mr. Jackfon faid, that he was not only 
convinced that the call for indemnity was not in point of juftice 
upon that Company, but the preffing it upon them at.that moment 
was befet with dangers which he could not but deprecate. 

He 
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He muft perfift in calling this motion an infult to the Houfe of 


Commons. Thus, upon the inftant of acquittal, without cere- 
mony, without preface, or public communication with minifters, 
through the medium of their Directors, to refolve to indemnify the 
perfon, whom the Houfe in its wifdom had thought proper to 
accufe, feemed to him the height of raflnefs. 

That Company was faid to live but on the breath of Parliament ; 
why then wantonly rifk its difpleafure, when the fame end might 
be accomplifhed in a way more refpeétful? He had been told that 
certain members of Parliament fhould fay, that it was the affair of 
the Company, which had derived the profits from Mr. Haftings, to 
indemnify him. If Parliament would fairly fay fo, there was an 
end of their difficulties ; all objections as to the want of concurrence 
on the part of the Direttors, the danger of the precedent, or the 
illegality of the meafure, would vanifh before the will of Parlia- 
ment ; but at prefent thofe. objections remained in full force. He 
had ever held the rights of the Directors as facred as his own; he had 
indeed oppofed their granting money without the confent of the Pro- 
prietors, but never had it entered into his contemplation, that the 
Proprietors fhould vote away money without the concurrence of the 
Directors ; this would be a privilege of a moft dangerous nature, 
and he dreaded the precedent which the refolution in queftion was 
about to eftablifh. An expreffion which had fallen from the ho- 
norable Baronet in the chair feemed to convey, that the Diredtors 
wifhed to decline taking any fhare in the queftion, but would re- 
ceive the commands of the Court. He muft take leave to fay, that 
this was no anfwer for him. If the queftion was unfit for the 
Directors to difcufs, it was unfit for the Proprictors to confent to s 
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if it were fit for the Proprietors to confent to, it was fuch a one as 
the Dircctors were bound in duty to difcufs ; they were in refponfi- 
ble fituations ; they were bound to know from the hiftory of the 
Company the merits of Mr. Haftings, and, from their knowledge 
of its funds, their capacity for remuneration; they were alfo 
bound to inquire into the legality of fuch a meafure; all which 
fhewed how much more correét a method of proceeding it would 
have been to have referred the whole matter to the Directors in the 
firft inftance. He muft fay, he fhould have thought it more for 
the honour of Mr. Haftings fo to have done.—In the cafe of the 
Marquis Cornwallis it was the joint refolution of the Court of 
Directors and Proprietors. 

Mr. Jackfon faid, he underftood Mr. Haftings to be a man who 
preferred his fame to his fortune, or his life; and that he was pecu- 
liarly anxious for the good opinion of pofterity. If pofterity fhould 
confult the records of the Company, and find the meafure in quef- 
tion, not the offspring of government, nor the offspring of the 
Court of Directors, but originating with a band of his own 
friends, who, mutually honourable as might be their mutual attach- 
ment, {till appeared there that day as his avowed friends and advo- 
cates; might not pofterity be led a little to fufpect the purity of 
their motives, as well as the high character of Mr. Haftings? But 
this, he faid, was mere prudential reafoning ; a greater objection re- 

mained, it was abfolutely illegal ; he had had no difficulty in declaring 
it as his opinion, that not even the Commiffioners for the affairs of 
India could fanction the meafure. Parliament had appropriated 
every fhilling of their revenue, and nothing fhort of an aét of Par- 
liament could take the fum propofed out of the rules of that ap. 
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propriation. After the difcharge of certain obligations, and their 
other outgoings, charges, and expences, they were bound to pay to 
government five hundred thoufand pounds per annum, if fo much 
remained, 

Mr. Jackfon faid he had, perhaps, been a faftidious debtor to 
government ; he had oppofed their having more money, or having 
it fooner than the act warranted ; but, he hoped, he was a jutt 
debtor to government, and he would maintain, that they were en- 
titled to the next guinea, after the difcharge of the obligations 
alluded to. - He fhould think himfelf a moft fhallow cafuift, if he 
were to rank a cafe which had never happened before, and which 
even among impeachments was anomalous, under the head of 
ordinary outgoings ; muchas he was known to refpect the opinion of 
his worthy and learned friend, (Mr. Rous) upon this occafion, he 
felt anxious for further advice; he thought the opinion which Mr. 
Serjeant Adair had lately given upon the queftion, of raifing three 
regiments for the fervice of government, was exa@ly in point, and 
as conclufive as it was correct.—But his honourable friend (Mr. 
Lufhington) had endeavoured to eftablifh its legality, upon the 
implied compact for indemnification between the employer and the 
employed. Mr. Jackfon faid he had not, when on his legs before, 
met that part of his honourable friend’s argument, not thinking 
his cafes analagous, and feeling but little difpofed to treat Mr. 
Haftings as a revenue officer, or as a common fervant; but he 
would now endeavour to point out the difference between the cafes 
cited and that of Mr. Haittings. 

When the Cofmpany had thought proper to reimburfe Governor 
Verelft a few thoufand pounds, which he had been caft in as 
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damages, the profecutor was an individual, and the Governor had 
conducted himfelf in the ordinary courfe of his government. Here 
the people of England were the profecutors, and the charges were 
certainly not of an ordinary nature. The cafe of Mr. Wilkes he 
thought {till wider from that before them; Mr. Wilkes obtained 
his damages againft an officer of the crown, who had mifconducted 
himfelf in the courfe of legal procefs ; in what way had the Eatt 
India Company mifconducted themfelves towards Mr. Haftings ? 
The cafe of mafter and fervant, though undoubtedly the neareft, 
did not reach the prefent cafe; he humbly apprehended the nature 
of their implied compact to be this: if the fervant arrived at harm 
im carrying into execution the fpecific directions of his mafter, ‘the 
mafter was bound to indemnify him; or, if acting according to. 
the beft of his difcretion, within his general authority, the obliga- 
tion {till held; but if a fervant fuftained injury from having tran- 
fcended all authority vefted in him, either general or {pecific, furely 
it would not be contended that his mafter was bound to bear him: 
harmlefs to any extent, yet fuch was the known and avowed. 
fituation of Mr. Haftings; his friends had on that day and on 
other occafions, refted both the merits and defence of Mr. Haftings,. 
upon his having boldly ufurped an authority, in order, as they con- 
tended, to fave the empire of India. Mr. Jackfon faid, he had 
purpofely abftained from entering upon his merits or demerits ;. but 
furely this was enough to take the cafe out of the ordinary rule of 
mafter and fervant.. The greateft men in the country had. feen Mr. 
Haftings’s merits in different points of view ; one nable and learned, 
Lord, of moft illuftrious talents, faw him all perfetion; another 
noble and learned Lord, with faculties not lefs fplendid, and a 
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mind not lefs fufceptible of the kindeft impreffions, faw much to 
admire, and much to blame, in thirteen years of critical adminif- 
tration. 

Mr. Jackfon owned himfelf to incline to this latter opinion; the 
minifter for India had thought fo many years back, and moved and 
carried his recal in the Houfe of Commons. The Direétors con- 
firmed that recal, though they were afterwards over-ruled by the 
General Court. The prefent Chancellor of the Exchequer had ex- 
prefily delivered that opinion, when he voted for the impeachment, 
and the Houfe had folemnly determined there was ground for that 
impeachment, not for obeying the criminal orders of criminal 
mafters, but for the crime of exceeding and departing from his re- 
gular inftructions. He muft therefore declare, though he knew it 
would be offenfive to many that heard him, that, in point of law 
and ftrié& juftice, Mr. Haftings had no claim upon the Company 
for his indemnification ; nor could he (Mr. Jackfon) fuffer that kind 
of doctrine to be held without afferting his opinion to the contrary. 
Mr. Haftings had every thing to hope for, from their perfonal re- 
gard for him, and from their known munificence; but he muft 
object to an act of fpontaneous munificence being treated as the 
mere difcharge of a debt. Mr. Jackfon faid he confented cheerfully 
to the annuity, and admitted that to be a debt of gratitude, becaufe » 
he thought that all men who ferved the public (and in ferving the 
Company, Mr. Haftings had ferved the public) were entitled to 
liberal reward; whether it might be fo previoufly ftipulated or not, 
the moral obligation was the fame. The man or body of men, who 
could accept of public fervices without indicating a difpofition to 
reward them, muft poffefs minds of the moft fordid and diminutive 
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defcription. Men of high fpirit, talents, and honour, were apt 
to confide; they could feldom ftoop to make a bargain for their 
zeal, or condefcend to claim the confideration which it deferved. ° 
Perfons in power knew well this temper, and daily practifed upon 
it; they found themfelves ferved cheapeft by modeft merit; they 
knew that the noble mind could never be importunate; and they 
held it time enough to be liberal when importunity came, or when 
unblufhing venality came boldly to the point, and convinced them 
it muft be purchafed. 

Such was faid to be the wretched policy of courts, and to obtain 
among men who were callous to thofe juft principles, which form 
the facred rules of private life. Such a policy, however, had not 
yet infected the Eaft India Company; the hiftory of that Court 
was but one unvaried tiffue of generofity and juftice towards thofe 
who had promoted their interefts, 

A noble Marquis had recently experienced this fact, and he 
hoped Mr. Haftings was about to do the fame. But between com- 
penfation and indemnification, he fhould ever contend there was a 
wide diftinétion. Mr. Haftings had ferved the Company ; let the 
Company compenfate him. The country had outraged Mr. Haft- 
ings, not by accufing him, but by the protraction of his trial ; 
let the country indemnify him for his enormous expences. Upon 
the whole, Mr. Jackfon faid, convinced as he was, that Mr. Haft- 
ings had no legal claim for his indemnification upon the Company, 
but that it ought to proceed from the public; and thinking the 
refolution now propofed, moft dangerous as to precedent, difrefpect- 
ful to the Directors, unjuft towards Government as interfering 
with its juft demands upon them, and impolitic in itfelf as flying 
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in the face of the Houfe of Commons; he fhould conclude with 
once more earneftly prefling it upon the Court, to refer the whole 
matter to the confideration of the Court of Direétors, who could 
examine every bearing of the queftion, who perhaps might be 
able to remove conftitutional objections, to avoid legal difficulties, 
and whofe wifh and impulfe he knew it would be, to convey to 
Mr. Haftings every comfort and affiftance, confiftent with the 
pecuniary circumftances of the Company. If gentlemen preffed 
the original queftion, they might indeed highly gratify their warm 
feelings, but he thought they run fome rifk of failing in their 
main object, which he prefumed to be, to render fubftantial fervice 
to Mr. Haftings. 

The chairman informed the Court, that the opinion of Mr. 
Rous, the Company’s counfel, had been taken by the Directors 
upon the legality of the propofition, which he would order to be 
read. It was read accordingly, and ftated that Mr. Rous con- 
ceived the motion was legal, under the words of the act of Par- 
hament, which were read as follows: 

33 Geo. III. Cap. 52, Seé?. 111. ‘* And be it further enacted, 
‘‘ that during the continuance of the exclufive trade of the faid 
‘« Company, the zeft proceeds of their fales of goods at home, 
‘¢ with the duties and allowance arifing by private trade, and a// 
‘« other profits of the faid Company in Great Britain, after pro- 
‘s viding for the payment of bills.of exchange already accepted by 
‘© the faid Company as the fame fhall become due,: and for the cur- 
‘* rent payment of other debts, intereft, and other outgoings, charges, 
‘© and expences of the faid Company, &c. &c.” 

At 
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At Mr. Jackfon’s requeft, the following claufe of the act was read, 
which Mr. Jackfon contended was illuftrative of his argument, in 
oppofition to the conftruction put upon the act of Parliament by 
Mr. Rous, the Company’s counfel. | 
33 Geo. IIT. Cap. 52, Sec. 125. ‘* And whereas for protecting 
the funds of the faid Company during their further term in the 
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faid exclufive trade, from being burthened with any improper 
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charges, it is expedient that the faid Company fhould be put 
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under reafonable limitations, in refpect to the granting of penfions, 
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or increafing the falaries of their oficers and fervants, or creating 
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new eftablifhments. Be it further enacted, that no grant or re- 
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folution of the faid Company, or their Court of Directors, to 
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be made after the paffing of this act, and during the continuance 
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of their right in the faid exclufive trade, whereby the faid funds 


‘‘ may become chargeable with any new falary, or increafe of 
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falary, or any new or additional eftablifoment of officers or fervants, 


or any new penfion, or increafe of penfion, to any one perfon 
exceeding two hundred pounds per annum, fhould be available 
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in law, unlefs fuch grant or refolution fhall be approved and 


confirmed by the Board of Commiffioners for the affairs of 
India, attefted under the hand of the Prefident of the {aid 
“* Board.” 

This 125th fection, it was ores by feveral gentlemen, re- 
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ferred only to the grant of penfions, increafe of falaries, or the 
creation of new eftablifhments, and had confequently xo dearing on 
the amport of the propofition for an indemnification of Mr. Haft- 
ings, which was to be confidered as a mere outgoing, charge, and 
expence of the Company. 
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Mr. Jackfon’s amendment was then fubmitted to the vote of 
the Court, and negatived. 

Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON propofed to vote the fecond 
and third. refolution together. 

A demur arofe as to the loofenefs. of the wording the latter part 
of the refolution, and it was deemed neceffary to limit the indem- 
nification to a f{pecific fum, it became therefore a. queftion, what 
fum fhould be fpecified ? 

Major SCOTT faid, that he was fure the folicitor of Mr..Haftings 
would have no objection to fubmit his accounts to the fame examina- 
tion which thofe of the folicitor to the Commons had been fubmitted ;. 
to the audit of two mafters in chancery; the amount, as nearly as it 
could now be afcertained, was 71,080/. The Major faid, that the ob- 
fervation of the learned gentleman as to Mr. Dundas was perfectly 
true.—That minifter had moved in the Houfe of Commons in 1782, 
that it was the duty of the Directors to recal Mr. Haftings. It was. 
equally true, however, that the fame minifter in 1784, had, in. the 
Houfe of Commons expreffed his fincere fatisfaction that the Pro- 
prietors had had the manlinefs, and the yood fenfe to refift that ree. 
folution, as. by fo doing they had preferved India to Great Britain.. 

Some converfation here took place upon the fuggeftion of a Pro-. 
prictor,. that it would be proper to appoint.a Committee to infpe& 
the account, and report the amount.. 

Lord KINNAIRD thought it would: be fufficiently fafe in the 
hands of the Directors, and that no Committee was.neceffary.. 

Mr. JACKSON faid,. that Mr. Haftings had one confolation 
under his misfortunes, namcly, that of falling into legal hands of the 


moft hanourable kind. The gentleman who, as folicitor, had con- 
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ducted his defence, was known not only to have arranged the 
aftonifhing mafs of matter which he had to colle& for the occafion, 
_ with wonderful accuracy, but to have conducted himfelf throughout 
with the utmoft fairnefs. Mr. Jackfon thought, however, that 
fome fum fhould be ftated, and fuggefted the filling up the refo- 
lution with the fum mentioned by the honourable Major, viz. 
not exceeding 71,080/. 

This idea was immediately adopted, and the chairman was about 
to put the queftion, when 

Mr. Serjeant WATSON rofe and declared, it had not been his in- 
tention to have faid a word more in that Court, but as that was a quef- 
tion which involved a point of law, and was by no means of the de- 
{cription of queftions ordinarily fubmitted to the difcuffion of the Pro- 
prietary, he could not ftand by and fuffer the queftion to go to the vote, 
without ftating that he entertained very ferious doubts as to the le- 
gality of the refolution, and the right the Court had to pay the money 
under the authority of the claufe in the at which had been read. 
The 111th fection of the act that authorized the payment of al/ out- 
goings, charges, &c. could only be conftrued to mean ordinary and 
cuftomary charges, and not an item of fo extraordinary a nature, as the 
charges in queftion. But at any rate, the poffibility of error in a mat- 
ter of fo much importance, he thought was a fufficient reafon for 
the Court’s ating with great caution; and therefore he propofed to 
_ divide the refolution, and vote the firft part of it as an inftruction to 
the Directors to infpect the accounts, and take the opinion of the 
firft law authorities, as to the legal power of the Company to 
difcharge the amount under the words of the act of Parliament. 
The learned Serjeant enforced this objection by argument, and faid, 
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if it fhould turn out that the firft law authorities entertained the 
fame doubts on the matter, that very ferioufly impreffed his mind, 
the Proprietary might apply to Parliament for a bill to fanction | 
the meafure ; if, however, the Proprietors prefent did not approve 
of this propofition, he hoped at Icaft, that they would fo far guard 
the refolution, as to add the words, ‘* if the fame can be legally 
** done.” 

Mr. TOLFREY faid, after the clear and decided opinion of our 
Jearned counfel, deliberately given in fupport of the power of the 
Company, to grant an indemnification to Mr. Haftings; I ought 
to apologife to the Court, for any thing like an attempt to anfwer 
the doubts which had been fuggefted by the learned Judge who 
{poke laft, again{ft the icgality of the propofed refolution, to that 
effet. It would be the utmoft prefumption in me to fuppofe that 
any thing I can fay, will either add to the weight of the learned 
counfel’s decifion, or be fuccefsful in oppofing the high authority by 
which its foundnefs is now queftioned ; but having been aware that 
an objection of this nature would be ftarted, I will beg Ieave in 
a few words, juft to ftate what had occurred to me as an anfwer to 
it—The power is contended for under the rrith claufe of the late 
act of Parliament, which authorizes the payment of all ou/goings, 
charges, &c. even antecedent to the dividend. But this, the learned 
Judge fays, muft be conftrued to be ordinary and cuftomary charges, 
and not an éfem of this extraordinary nature. Sir, there is nothing 
extraordinary in the nature of the charge, whatever there may be 
unufual in the amount of it; it is fuch an outgoing as the Com- 
pany have on many occafions difcharged, and furely if 1] can 
eftablifh the principle to have been acknowledged and acted upon, 
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the quantum will make no difference in the argument; or if it 
does, it will be in favour of Mr. Haftings, for the more enormous. 


¢ 


thefe cofts are, the heavier they fall on an individual to pay, at- 
taching to his honourable acquittal, all the pecuniary penalty, 
though not the ftigma of a condemnation. That this principle 
has been acted upon, even after condemnation, bas been fhewn in 
one inftance, by the honourable Alderman who made the motion, 
in the cafe of Governor Verelft. A more recent cafe, and one 
{trictly analogous occurs to me—that of Nauderah Begum, v. The 
Patna Council. Here was an inftance of a Begum’s being im- 
prifoned, and deprived of her jewels and property, by the act of 
the government of Patna.—The Council juftified their conduct, as 
done in the exercife of the powers of their government; they were 
defended by the Company in India, and the expences of the appeal 
to this country have, within thefe laft three or four years (juft 
before the pafling of this act of Parliament) been paid by the Court 
of Direétors. If, then, this was the practice of the Company at 
the time the act of Parliament paffed, it muft be comprehended, 
even on the conftruction of the learned Judge, within the words 
and meaning of the claufe I have referred to. But, Sir, it is not 
neceflary to fhew that this power. is conferred by the act of Par- 
liament. It is incumbent on thofe, who contend that the Company 
have no fuch power, to fhew where it is prohibited. The act of 
Parliament which goes to controul the Company, in any manner 
whatever as to the difpofal of their own property, is highly reftric- 
tive; it is the reftriction of a natural right, and is to be conftrued 
ftrictly. It is not fufficient to fay, that the power to liquidate 
charges fuch as thefe, is not expreflly given, it undoubtedly was in 
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the poffeffion of the Company, and exercifed by them antecedent to 
the act, and therefore it is left, if it be not expreffly taken away. 

Sir, it feems to me, that the conftruction of the learned Judge, 
defeats itfelf by provng too much, and to involve the Directors in 
a dilemma, from which, even his great abilities and legal fkill will 
not be able to extricate them. If all the payments* they have made 
fince the paffing of the act, are to be tried upon this conftruction of 
it, they will be found in arrear to the Company, to a larger amount 
than they may probably be aware of, or than I truft they are, in 
point of law refponfible for. 

Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON thought the adding the words 
propofed by the learned Se¥%jeant would only embarrafs the Proprie- 
tors, when they came to ballot; as the queftion fo amended, would 
throw a doubt on the face of it, that might ftartle thofe who would 
otherwife be inclined to vote for it. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT (the Deputy Chairman) concurred with 
Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON, and faid, they might be affured 
that the Directors would take care not to do any thing that was 
illegal. 

Mr. OWEN faid, he lamented, as every man, who was not loft 
to humanity, muft lament the late fituation of Mr. Haftings: he 
was anxious that Mr. Haftings fhould, by fome means, be reim- 
burfed the expences of his profecution; but being fomewhat accuf- 
tomed to the confideration of legal queftions, and having heard an 
opinion read (Mr. Rous’s) to which he could mot fubfcribe, he felt 


* Subfcription to the fire at Ratcliffe, to foldiers widows, cloathing troops on the 
continent, &c. &c. 
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himfelf bound (however unpleafant the tafk) to deliver his fenti- 
ments. Mr. Owen clearly thought, that the latter part of the learned 
counfel’s opinion was erroneous, and that the intended meafure for 
indemnifying Mr. Haftings, was directly contrary to the fpirit, and 
to the exprefs letter of the act of Parliament. The only power which 
the Company had to vote Mr. Haftings 70,000/, was under the 
> mentioned in the 
33d Geo. HID. C. 52, Secé 111, when different acts of Parliament 


words, ‘‘ outgoings, charges, and expences,’ 


were founded in par/ materia, it was ufual and fai to expound one 
of them by another ; and on the prefent occafion, Mr. Owen begged. 
leave to call in aid the act of the 13th Geo. II]. C. 64. There a ne- 
ceflity for the moft rigid economy was recognized, and from the 


13th Sed. of that act,* it was apparent, that by the words ‘‘ out- 


“* goings, 


* 13th Geo. JIT. C. 64. Seé?: 13.—-And whereas, in the prefent circumftances of 
the Eaft India Company, it will not be in their power to provide for the repayment of 
fuch loan as aforefaid, and for eftablifhing their affairs upon a more fecure. foundation 
for the time to come, unlefs the public fhould agree to forego, for the prefent, all par- 
ticipation in the profits arifing from the territorial acquifitions and revenues lately ob- 
tained in the Eaft Indies, in order that provilion be made by Parliament, for applying 
as well the whole cf the profits arifing from the faid territorial acquifitions and reve- 
nues, as.all the revenue and profits of the Company, after providing for certain necef- 
fary payments and deductions, to be made thereout, to the payment of the faid fum of 
one million four hundred thoufand pounds, and to the reduticn of the Company’s bond 
debt ; be it therefore cnaéted by the authority aforefaid, that, until the faid fum of one 
million four hundred thoufand pounds fhall have been repaid, and the bond debt of the 
{aid Company, be reduced tothe fum of one million five hundred thoufand pounds ; the 
whole clear profits, arifing from the faid territorial acquifitions and revenues, after de- 
fraying the charges and expences attending the fame, together with all the clear revenue 
and profits of the faid Company, after providing forthe current payments of intereft, 
and other outgoings, charges, and expences of the faid Company, fhall from time to 
tame be difpcfed of, and applicd in manner following, that is to fay, until the whole. 
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‘* goings, &c.” the legiflature meant ‘‘ neceflary payments and de- 
‘* ductions”’ only. Then what are neceflary payments? If aman is 
profecuted and acquitted, he cannot recover damages from the profe- 
cutor, unlefs he proves that the profecution was founded in malice, 
and that the fame was inftituted without probable caufe. If a fer- 
vant is profecuted criminally for an act donc even by the order, and 
with the approbation of his mafter, yet the law willnot allo that 
fervant to recover from the mafter the cofts which he has incurred in 
his defence. The mafter would certainly be bound, in honour, to 
indemnify his fervant, though not in law; but, admitting (for the. | 
fake of the argument) that there is no difference between the ordinary 
cafe of mafter and fervant, and the relation which exifted between: 
the Company and Mr. Haftings, at the time of his profecution ; 
and fuppofing that this undoubtedly was a debt of honour, could. 
the Dircétors pay fuch a debt of honour under the head of ‘* outgo- 
‘‘ ings, charges, and expences?”? Mr. Owen contended they 
could not. 


of the money fo advanced, and applied as aforefaid, fhall have been repaid, it fhall, 


and may be lawful, out of the faid clear revenues and. profits, to Ct apart aud apply, inc 
the firft place, fuch fum as may be fufficient for anfscring a div-dnd to the Proprie~ 
tors of the Stock of the faid Company, not cocee ug the rate of fix pounds per cent. 
per ann. upon the capital ftock of the faid Company, and ail the furplus of the faid 
clear revenues and profits, fhall be applied in diminution of the faid fum of.one million 
four hundred thoufand pounds, or fuch part thereof, as fhall be remaining unpaid, and 
for the defraying the charges incurred in refpce¢ct thereof; and after the repayment of 
the whole of the money fo advanced and applied as aforefaid, and until the bond debt 
of the faid Company fhall be reduced to the fum of. one million five hundred thoufand 
pounds, it fhall, and may be lawful, in the hke manner, to fet apart and apply in the 
firft place, out of the faid clear revenues and profits, fuch fum as may be fufficient for 
anfwering a dividend not exceeding the. rate of feven pounds per cent. per ann. upon. 
the capital flock of the faid Company ; after which, all the furplus of the faid clear re-. 
. yenues and profits fhall be applied in reducing the bond debt of the faid Company. 

I Could. 
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Could the Company do it by way of gratuity for paft fervices? 
‘To fay that they could, would be a monftrous conftruction of the 

at; for by Sec#. 125, the Company was fo reftrained that they 
could not grant to Mr. Haftings an annuity, or penfion of 201/. per 
annum, without the approbation and confirmation of the Board of 
Commiffioners. If, however, the Company could vote to Mr. 
Haftings 70,000/. they might circuitoufly grant him a penfion to an 
unlimited amount. If the Company could grant Mr. Haftings the 
grofs fum of 70,000/. by which he might probably procure an an- 
nuity of 10,000/. they might, in like manner, create to him an an- 
nuity or penfion toany extent. Mr. Owen repeated his anxious wifh 
that Mr. Haftings fhould be reimburfed his expences of the profecu- 
tion, if poffible; but declared himfelf decidedly of opinion, that the 
mode then under confideration was illegal. 

Sir FRANCIS BARING faid, that the principle of the refolu- 
tion was by no means a novelty. They had various precedents on 
their books, of indemnifications to their fervants, the only difference 
was the extent of the amount; but if the principle was right in itfelf, 
the magnitude of the fum could not affect it. 

Mr. JACKSON recommended it to the Court to take the opinions 
of the Attorney and Solicitor General. 

Mr. IMPEY, with great good humour, reminded his learned 
fricnd that at the preceding Court* he had i/firecied him that the 


Company’s Counfel was the ufual, and the proper law authority, 
for that Court to refort to. 


* That held May 13, on the queftion reftriting Proprietors from voting on their 
own contracts, or on any queftion in which they had a dire&t pecuniary intereft. 


After 
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After further flight converfation between Mr. Jackfon, Mr. Chif> 
well, Mr. Henchman, Lord Kinnaird, and one or two other Propri- 
etors, the queftion was put on Serjeant Watfon’s amendment, and 
the fame was negatived. 

The fecond and third refolutions conjoined, were then put to the 
vote, and carried with the amendment, as follows : 

Refolved, That the charges made againft Warren Haftings,. 
Efq. having been founded upon the public acts of his go- 
vernment in Bengal, and he having been acquitted-of all fuch. 
charges, it is highly reafonable that the faid Warren Haft- 
ings, Efq. fhould be indemnified for the legal. expences in- 
curred by him, in making his defence. 

Refolved therefore, that this Court do recommend to the Court 
of Directors, to apply to Warren Haftings, Efq. for a ftate- 
ment of the faid expences, and that after having eftablifhed. 
the fame, by a full and fatisfaCtory inveftigation, they do: 
difcharge the amount thereof, not exceeding 71,080/. 

It was agreed, that although this queftion had paffed by a great 
majority of the Proprietors prefent, that it ought to be referred to the 
decifion of a ballot, and a ballot was accordingly demanded by Mr.” 
Alderman Lufhington, and eight other Proprictors, in due form, 
and fixed by the Chairman, with the approbation of the Court,. for 
Tuefday the 2d of June. 

Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON propofed his laft refolution, 
having firft amended it, by leaving out the words *‘ from the period 
** of the return of Mr. Haftings,”’ and inferting ‘‘ from the rft of 
_ « January, 1795, to the expiration of the Company’s charter for an 


‘© exclufive trade,” in order to obviate Mr. Jackfon’s objections to 
its 
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- its being retrofpective, and to meet whofe ideas, and profit by whofe 
fuggeftions, Mr. Lufhington profeffed himfelf to be at all times ex- 
tremely anxious. It ftood, therefore, thus: 

Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Court, that, in confi- 
deration of the long, faithful, and important fervices of 
Warren Haftings, Eig. and to mark the grateful fenfe enter- 
tained by this Company of the extenfive benefits which they. 
have received from thefe fervices, a grant of an annuity of 
5,000/. from the firft of January, 1795, to iffue from the 
territorial revenue, during the term of the Company’s pre- 
fent exclufive trade, to Warren Haftings, Efq. his heirs, 
executors, adminiftrators, and affigns, be prepared by the 
Court of Direétors, and fubmitted tothe Board of Commif- 
fioners for the affairs of India, for their approval and confir- 
mation, purfuant to the act of Parliament. 

The rcfolution was agreed to, and a converfation arofe, whether 
the queftion ought, like the preceding one, to go toa ballot? feveral 
Gentlemen thought that it ftood on pretty nearly the fame grounds 
with the refolution for the indemnification, others maintained a 
contrary opinion. 

Mr. TOLFREY faid, this queftion appears to me, to ftand on 
very different grounds from the laft, and that a ballot upon it is by 
no means neccflary or proper. The former refolution was to be de- 
finitively decided by the Company. The prefent, after it has paft 
this Court, and the Court of Directors, is to be fent to the Board 
of Controul, for their approval and confirmation. In offering a re- 
muneration to Mr. Haftings, his feelings fhould be confulted, and 
as there has very properly been no diftin¢tion made, either in the 


amount 
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amount of the nature of the penfion now propofed, and that recently 
granted to Marquis Cornwallis, neither fhould there be any in the. 
manner of beftowing it. -The penfion to the noble Marquis, was 
decided on in a General Court, and did not go to a ballot—a ballot 
may be conftrued to imply a doubt, anda difference of opinion. I 
beg leave to {ubmit it tothe Proprietors, that after the handfome and 
unanimous teftimony they have given as to Mr. Haftings’s merits, 
they ought not to leave the Court without coming to a decifive vote, 
as far as it refts with them, on the refolution for his penfion. 

It being ftill contended, that the refolution ought to be referred to 
the decifion of aballot, Mr. Alderman Lufhington, and the Gentle- 
men who had ftood forward as the moft f{trenuous fupporters of the 
motion, confented that it fhould be fo referred. 





At a General Court, held at the India Houfe, on the 3d of Fune, 
1795, to determine by Ballot the following Queftion: 


‘¢ That it is the opinion of this Court, that in confideration of 
the long, faithful, and important fervices of Warren Haftings, 
Efq. and to mark the grateful fenfe entertained by this Company 
of the extenfive benefits which they have received from thofe 


a 
~*~ 


ta] 
“~ 


‘© fervices, a grant of an annuity of 5,000/. from the rft of January, 
‘* 1996, to iffue from the territorial revenues, during the term of 
«© the Company’s prefent exclufive trade, to Warren Haftings, Efq. 
‘* his executors, adminiftrators, and affigns, be prepared by the 
“© Court of Dircétors, and fubmitted to the Board of Commiffioners 

Ffft ‘* for 
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‘© for the affairs of India, for their approval and confirmation, pur- 
‘© fuant to the aét of Parliament.” 


On cafting up the votes, the numbers were, 





For the queftion 508 
Againft it 220 
Majority 288 


The following opinion of the Company’s ftanding counfel was 
laid before the General Courts at which the refolutions whereon the 


above ballots were taken were propofed. 
CAS E. 


A {pecial Genera] Court of the Company, called at the requeft of 
nine Proprietors, is to be held to take into confideration the long, 
faithful, and important fervices of Warren Haftings, Efq. late Go- 
vernor General of Bengal, with a notice, that it is intended to offer 
to the General Court, a propofition for a pecuniary compenfation 
fuitable to the importance of Mr. Haftings’s fervices and his prefent 
fituation. 

The refolutions intended to be propofed at this Court have fince 
been handed to the Court of Directors; a copy whereof you have 
herewith. 

Your opinion is defired—whether it is, or is not, compctent to 
the Company to make the indemnity propofed, without the ap- 
proval and confirmation of the Commiffioners for the affairs of | 
India? 


OPINION: 
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OPINION. 


The penfion of 5,000/. per annum is within the exprefs words of 
the act, and the grant of the Company cannot be available in law, 
unlefs fuch grant fhall be approved and confirmed by the Board of 
Controul, in the manner prefcribed by the act. 

With refpect to the propofed indemnity for the expences incurred 
by Mr. Haftings under the impeachment, the power of the Company 
to difcharge fuch expences depends on the queftion, whether this 
payment may be claffed under the general defcription of outgoings, 
charges, and expences of the Company? In the ordinary cafe of 
protecting their fervants under profecutions, no man could doubt it, 
efpecially when the event of a profecution proves that thcfe acts 
done in their fervice were really innocent, perhaps in the difcharge 
of a neceflary duty. With all due refpeét to the Houfe Commons, 
I can difcover no ground for a legal diftinétion between their im- 
peachment and the profecution of the loweft member of the com- 
munity, nor between an indictment, the defence to which may coft 
a very {mall fum, or an impeachment, which may involve the ac- 
cufed in the moft enormous expence; the principle of law muft be 
the fame, I, therefore, do think it competent for the Company to 
pay the expences Mr. Haftings may have incurred in his defence. 


| GEORGE ROUS, 
Temple, May 29th, 1795. 


The Court of Directors afterwards received the following opinions 


upon the following queftions arifing out of the preceding refolu- 


Fff 2 tions, 
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tions, from the feveral counfel whofe names are fubjoined to each 
opinion. 


CASE. 


Firft.—Whether it is competent to them to carry into execution 
this refolution of the General Court, confiftent with the feveral pro- 
vifions and reftrictions above recited, with or without the confent of 
the Commiffioners for the affairs of India ? 

Second.— Whether the Court of Directors are refponfible them- 
felves, fuppofing they direct the payment agreeable to the faid refo- 
lution of the General Court, without the confent of the Commif- 
fioners for the affairs of India? 


a 


Mr. SERJEANT ADAIR’s Opinion. 


This cafe is by no means free from difficulty; the legiflature 
having fo minutely directed the application of all the Eaft-India 
Company's funds, revenues, and profits, both in Europe and India, 
and fo ftrongly reftri€ted them to the fpecific modes of application 
pointed out by the ftatute of the 33d of the prefent King. 

I know of no legal authorities, nor clearly eftablifhed principles, 
which can ferve as land marks to guide me to a certain and decifive 
opinion upon the queftion above ftated, and I can, therefore, only 
ftate the refult of the beft confideration I have been able to give to 
the feveral provifions of the aét of Parliament referred to, as appli- 
cable to the fituation of the Company, and the refolutions of the 
General Court. 

The 
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The whole of the Company’s funds and revenues in India, feem 
to be fo appropriated by the act, as to leave no part of them applica- 
ble to the purpofe ftated in the refolutions in queftion. And the 
‘* net proceeds of their fales of goods at home, with the duties and 
‘« allowances arifing by private trade, and other profits of the Com- 
‘¢ pany in Great Britain,” after providing for certain payments men- 
tioned in the firft part of 111th fcc. are in like manner completely 
tied up from any fuch application of them. It appears, therefore, 
fo far clear, that the object in queftion cannot be legally carried into 
effect, unlefs it can be fairly brought within fome of thofe claffes of 
payment which are allowed to be provided for, antecedent to the f{pe- 
cific appropriations. "The words ‘‘ current payments of other debts, 
‘* intereft, and other outgoings, charges, and expences of the faid 
‘* Company,” are in themfelves large enough to extend to almoft 
any difburfement ; but, I think every found principle of conftruction 
will reftrain them to fuch ‘* outgoings, charges, and expences,” 
as were ufual previous to the pafling of the act, and might properly 
be ftiled the ‘* current expences of the Company.” Amongft thefe, 
the proper and neceflary /aw charges of the Company feem to me to 
be clearly included. ‘The true queftion, therefore, appears to be, 
how far the law charges of defending thofe who have been fued or 
profeeuted for acts done by the order or directly in the fervice of the 
Company, may be confidered as within the fame principle.—I could 
wifh it had been expreffly flated, whether or not it has been u/xal for 
the Company, either previoufly to undertake the defence of perfons fo 
circumftanced, or /ub/equently to repay them the expences they have 


legally incurred by reafon of fuch fuits or profecutions. 
I rather 
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I rather conceive that both have been ufual, and the only difference 
between thofe two cafes feems to be, that in the latter cafe (as the 
party has conducted his own defence) it is open to the inquiry, how 
far it has been proper/y conducted, and the expences necefJarily in- 
curred. Suppofing therefore (upon which I defire to be underftood as 
giving no opinion of my own) ‘* the charges made againft Mr. Haft- 
‘‘ ings, of which he has been acquitted, to have been founded 
‘‘ upon the public acts of his government, under the authority, or 


23 


“© directly in the employ and fervice of the Company,” the inclination 
of my opinion is, that the Company are ot reftrained, by the fair 
conftruction of the ftatute in queftion, from reimburfing him fuch 
charges as he has seceffarily and /egally incurred in condudting his 
defence. 

If this can be legally done at a//, I am of opinion it may e done 
without afking the confent of the Commiffioners for the affairs of 
India; becaufe I think the payment cannot be made even wz¢é their 
confent, unlefs it comes fairly within the defcription of the ‘* current 
‘* outgoings, charges, and expences’ of the Company, for which no 
fuch confent is required. 

If my opinion on this fubject is miftaken, the regulations of the 
act are fo ftrict, and the public have fuch an intereft in the ultimate 
furplus of the Company’s funds, as well as in fome of the fpecific 
applications of them, that not only the Company collectively, but. 
even the Directors perfonally, may be held to be refponfible to the 
Crown, as truftees for the public, for any mifapplication of thofe 
funds. 

J. ADAIR. 

1gth Fune, 1795. 

Mr. 
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Mr. MANSFIELD’s Opinion. 


Firft.—Whether it is competent to them to carry into executiom 
this refolution of the General Court, confiftent with the feveral 
provifions and reftrictions above recited, with or without the con- 
fent of the Commiffioners for the affairs of India. 

This queftion depends upon the r1ith fection of the act of Par- 
liament which provides for the appropriation of the profits of the 
Company in Great Britain, by which, before that appropriation 
takes place, all the outguings, charges, and expences of the Com- 
pany are to be paid. Amongft the outgoings, charges, and ex- 
pences of the Company, any indemnification which the Company 
think proper to give for expences which they fuppofe to have been 
incurred by their fervants in the difcharge of their duty, or adting 
for the intereft or benefit of the Company, or any reward which 
they think they ought to confer upon a meritorious fervant, are, 
I think, to be included. If this be a fair conftruCtion of thofe 
words, then I think that no diftinétion can be made between the 
propofed indemnification of Mr. Haftings, and that of any other 
fervant, profecuted for aéts done by him in his ftation or employ- 
ment in India. The largenefs of the fum, and the profecution 
againft Mr. Haftings having been inftituted and carried on by the 
Houfe of Commons, may beget doubts upon this queftion; but 
ftill I think that the Company muft have a power to indemnify 
him, if they have a power to indemnify any fervant againft the 
confequences of a profecution; and the Company alone muft be 

the 
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the judges, whether they are called upon in juftice or honour to 
give fuch an indemnification. | 

The conftruction which I give to the 111th fection is, I think, 
ftrongly fupported by the provifion in the 125th fection; for the 
latter f{uppofes, that without the reftriction which is thereby put upon 
the Company, they might in their difcretion, grant annual penfions, 
where: they thought they were merited, fo they may give fums of 
money to perfons who appear to them to be entitled to their bounty. 

I am therefore of opinion, that it is competent for the Court of 
DireCtors to carry into execution the refolution of the General 
Court without the confent of the Commiffioners for the affairs of 
India. 

Indeed, if they could not do it without fuch confent, they could 
not do it with it; for if the act of Parliament can be fo conftrued 
as to reftrain the Company from doing fuch an act, it reftrains them 
abfolutely, without any reference to the approbation or confent of 
thofe Commiffioners. 

Second.—Whether the Court of Directors are refponfible them- 
felves, fuppofing they direct the payment agreeable to the faid refo- 
lution of the General Court, without the confent of the Commif- 
fioners for the affairs of India. 

I am of opinion, that the Court of Diretors cannot be perfonally 
refponfible for carrying into execution the refolution of the General 
Court. 

T. MANSFIELD. 

Temple, une 1G). 1796. 
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Mr. BEARCROFT?’s Opinion. 


Firft—Whether it is competent to them to carry into execution 
this refolution of the General Court, confiftent with the feveral 
provifions and reftrictions above recited, with or without the con- 
fent of the Commiffioners for the affairs of India ? 

I am of opinion, that the Directors are not legally authorifed 
to carry into execution this refolution of the General Court, and 
that they cannot do fo confiftently with the provifions and reftric- 
tions of the ftatute. For it feems to me, .that this grant, both with 
regard to the occafion and the largenefs of the fum, cannot with 
propriety be confidered as falling under the general words of the 
act of Parliament, ‘‘ other outgoings, charges, and payments of 
*¢ the Company,” which words, as I conceive, only meant the 
current, ufual, and reafonable expences of carrying on the bufinefs 
of the Company. 

Second. —Whcether the Court of Directors are refponfible them- 
felves, fuppofing they direct the payment agreeable to the faid 
refolution of the General Court, without the confent of the Com. 
miffioners for the affairs of India? 

It is more than I can venture to fay, that the DireCtors will not 
be refponfible themfelves if they direct the payment propofed. 

It is true, an action at law, or a fuit in equity, could hardly be 
framed or maintained again{ft them in fuch a cafe; but it is by no 
means clear, that they might not be liable to a criminal profecution 
by way of indictment or information, inafmuch as the public at 
large may be ultimately interefted in the application of the profits of 

| Gegg the 
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the Company ; not to fay any thing of a poffible notice by Parlia- 
ment of a tranfaction of this nature. 


| EDWARD BEARCROFT. 
Lincoln’s-Inn, Fune 16, 1795. | 


Mr. ERSKINE’s Opinion. 


I HAVE confidered the different a¢ts of Parliament with fo very 
ftrong a with, that the law might be found to vindicate a meafure 
which appears to me to fanétioned by every principle of public 
policy and private juftice, that perhaps I may have overlooked dif- 
ficulties which have occurred to others, or which may really belong 
to the fubject. | 

The acts of Parliament, taken together, prefent to my mind but 
one fenfible or legal conftruction. 

The public force of the nation having at different times been 
employed in extending the poffeffions, revenues, and commerce of 
the Company, exclufively granted to it by charter, claims of gos 
vernment were upon feveral occafions advanced, which ended in 
compacts of participation confirmed by the authority of the as of 
Parliament in queftion. 'Thefe acts mark out in what proportions, 
and fubjec&t to what qualifications, this participation of the public 
in the Company’s property is to attach. 

With regard to the territorial revenues, they are devoted in the 
firft place, before any participation of the public, to the defraying 
the Company’s military and marine eftablifhments in India:— 


Second, 
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Second, to the intercft of their debts incurred in India: and—Third, 
which is material to the prefent inquiry, to the defraying of the 
expences of their civil and commercial eftablifhments at their feveral 
{cttlements, 

No rational conftruction can be put upon thefe members of the 
Ratute, except that the territorial revenues, before any title to public 
participation accrues to government, are to be appropriated to all 
expenditures bona fide incurred by the Company in fupport of the 
military and civil governments of the Eaft. 

Iam aware that the Board of Controul has a fuperintendence of 
the exercife of thefe authorities, and that it would not be a legal 
expenditure to create cftablifhments not fanctioned by that body, 
nor to carry into effec meafures which it had interdicted ; but fub- 
ject to that controul in the exercife of their governments, the re- 
venues are in the firft place exprefily pledged, or rather appropri- 
ated by Parliament, to the expences of their fupport. 

Now it feems to me impoffible to confine this expenditure to the 
mere fixed or calculable expences of eftablifhments; for if this 
were fo, the Company could neither reward nor protect, nor indem- 
nify their fervants, nor provide for their innumerable contingencies 
of the moft cxtenfive and important governments, Nothing but 
the magnitude and fingularity of the occafion can occafion the 
doubt; for it muft be remembered, that if the conftruCtion of the 
act were to be narrowed to fixed cftablifhments capable of previous 
calculation, the Company would have as little right to indemnify 
a civil or military fervant who had loft his baggage ina river in 
the courfe of fervice, as Mr. Haftings. for the expence of his im- 


peachment. | 
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But the act itfelf in another part of it fhews that the narrow 
conftruction is not the true one; becaufe it limits the power of 
granting penfions to 200/. which is a recognition that the power of 
rewarding merit from the funds of the Company was before that 
time a legal appropriation of them to any extent. 

Indeed if the public participation is only to commence after de- 
fraying the expences of the Eaft India governments, no rational 
conftruction can be put upon fuch a compact, but that every expence 
bona fide incurred by the Company in the juft and politic exercife 
of their authority in India, is to conftitute the firft appropriation of 
their revenues, which brings the queftion to this, viz. Whether 
the propofed indemnification of Mr. Haftings is a fair and bona fide 
expence arifing from their character and fituation as governors of 
India? 

Every man acquainted with human life muft admit that it is im- 
poffible to carry on the moft infignificant bufinefs, much lefs the 
mighty truft of diftant and extenfive empire, without the means of 
giving fecurity and indemnity to thofe who are engaged in the per- 
formance of complicated and perilous dutics.—The acts fer which 
Mr. Haftings was impeached were the public acts of the Company’s 
government, and now appear by the acquitting judgment to have 
been aéts vindicated by his obligation of fervice to his mafters ; it 
appears therefore to me, that if Mr. Haftings muft neceffarily be 
charged with the lofs of 70,o00/. for the expences of his trial, 
without any power in the Eaft India Company to tax their revenues 
with his indemnification, as an expence incident to their eftablifh- 
ments in India,‘ the very exiftence of their governments is en- 
dangered, becaufe no government can be adminiftered with vigour 


and 
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and firmnefs, and confequently not with fafety, unlefs its minifters 
and officers, whilft they are honeft, are indemnified and protected 
in the exercife of their ftations. | 

When I find, therefore, the participation of the public in the 
Company’s revenues poftponed until the expences of the fettlements 
abroad are defrayed and provided for, I cannot but confider them as 
legally devoted to every bona fide expence, which wife policy or 
private juftice may call upon men who are governors of diftant pro- 
vinces to incur. And I am moft clearly of opinion, that the 
indemnification of Mr. Haftings falls within both thefe principles. 

The conftruétion which I have ventured to put upon the ftatute, 
as it regards the territorial revenues, is amply confirmed by the fec. 
111th, relative to the Company’s profits in Great Britain, where 
the participation of the Company is poftponed till every outgoing, 
charge, and expence is provided for. Thefe words, which are of 
the largeft and ampleft fignification, would be fufficicnt to carry the 
decifion of this queftion, looking only to the funds which that fection 
had in view, and ftanding fingly upon it; but Iam of opinion, 
that this 111th fection does much more than fubftantively fupport 
the act of the Dircctors as far as it relatcs to that fund; it reflects 
a ftrong light upon the anterior members of the ftatute, which the 
whole hiftory of the regulations concerning India muft confirm to 
every man who is acquainted with them. 

With regard to refponfibility, fuppofing the appropriation not to 
be juftified by the act, the Company would undoubtedly be obliged 
to refund to the public, reprefented by the Attorney General in an 
information filed for that‘ purpofe; but I have not materials before 

me 
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me for judging whether the refponfibility would extend to the whole 
Company, or be confined perfonally to the Directors. | 
T. ERSKINE. 
Serjeant’s Inn, “fune. 


Mr. GIBBS’s OpInion. 


{ AM of opinion, that it is competent to the Directors to carry 
into execution the refolution of the General Court without the 
confent of the Commiffioners for the affairs in India. The indem- 
| nifying an officer of the Company again{t the expences of a profe- 
cution founded on acts done by him in the execution of his office, 
may, I think, fairly be reckoned among thofe outgoings, charges, 
and expences, which the Company are directed by the 111th fection 
of the ftatute to provide for. It is highly reafonable that they 
fhould poffefs a power of fo doing, for in many cafes the exercife 
of it muft be effential to the carrying on of their fervice ; the words 
of the ftatute are, in my opinion, large enough to give it to them, 
and the legiflature muft, I think, have fuppofed that the ftatute 
had given it, for by the 125th {cction, the Company are reftrained 
from granting or increafing any falary or penfion beyond 200/. per 
annum, without the confent of the Commiffioners ; which fhews 
that the legiflature thought they would have been impowered with 
this reftraint to reward their fervants by penfions and falaries to any 
amount; and if they might reward, it fecms to follow, that they 
might indemnify them againft loffes and expences arifing in the courfe 
ef their fervice, It is obfervable too, that the Company has ftill under 
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the 125th fection, a power of rewarding by penfion or falary to 
any amount, with the confent of the Commiffioners ; but, if they 
have not a power of indemnifying under the words above referred to 
in the r11th fection, they have it not at all, not even with the con- 
fent of the Commiffioners, and in no cafe can. the lofs or expences 
of a Company’s fervant be legally difcharged out of the funds of 
the Company. I cannot think that this was the meaning of thofe 
who framed the ftatute ; the words of the 111th fe€tion feem to me 
capable of a conftruction more conformable to the intent of the 
legiflature, as I collect it from the 1asth fection, and therefore | 
think that they ought to receive this conflruction. 

Neither the mode of profecution againft Mr. Haftings, nor the 
amount of his expences, can in my opinion affect the queftion upon 
the Company’s right to indemnify him. In what cafes and to 
what extent they fhall exercife this right muft be left to their dif- 
cretion; which cannot, as I think, be qucftioned, unlefs they act 
corruptly. 

Second.—It follows from my anfwer to the firft queftion, that I 
think the Directors will not be refponfible for directing a payment 
agreeable to the refolution of the General Court. If fuch payment 
were prohibited by the ftatute, I fhould incline to think that the 
Directors would be perfonally refponfible for making it; but 1 am 
not fufficiently acquainted with the conftitution of the Eaft India 
Company, and the powers vefted in the Directors, to {peak pofi- 


tively on this fubject. 
V. GIBBS. 


Femple, June 24, 1795- 
Mr. 
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Mr. ROUS’s Opinion. 


The firft queftion propofed is nearly the fame on which I have. 
already given an opinion. After revolving the fubje&t in my mind 
with anxious attention, I retain my former fentiments. 

The funds of the Eaft India Company are appropriated by com- 
pact with the State, confirmed by act of Parliament, and this act 
muft doubtlefs obtain a liberal conftruction to effectuate the intention 
of the parties. The queftion is, whether under fuch a conftruc- 
tion, ‘* The payment of the expences of a Governor General, de- 
‘* fending himfelf againft a criminal charge of which he is not 
‘* guilty,” can be comprifed under the general defcription of out- 
goings and expences of the Company, which by the terms of the 
act are to be difcharged before any appropriation takes place. 

The firft view of the fubject which occurs is, can thefe words 
receive the confined and limited conftruction of debts or duties 
which a court of Jaw will enforce? This, it appears to me, would 
be an incorrect conftruction of outgoings and expences, as predi- 
cated of an individual; for it will exclude all duties, which moral 
writers diftinguifh as duties of imperfect obligation, duties obliga- 
tory on the confcience, the performance of which cannot be com- 
pelled. Thefe terms, like all general terms, muft be expounded, 
with reference to the fubject matter to which they are applied. In 
the great and complicated concerns of the Eaft India Company, 
political and commercial, I cannot conceive their juft expences fo 
limited as to exclude the protection of their fervants, whom the 
event of a trial has proved to be innocent. How can it be ex- 
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pected that the fervants of the Eaft India Company, in the ar- 
duous duties to which they are called, fhould forget their own per- 
fonal hazards, if the Company have not the means of affording 
protection to innocence, and even to error? I doubt the poflibility 
of managing thefe important interefts without an expenditure 
directed to fuch objects. I am the more inclined to think mine the 
found conftruction of the act, becaufe fection 125 provides that 
no grant of a penfion, exceeding a limited fum made by the Com- 
pany, fhall be valid in law, without the confent of the Board of 
Commiffioners for the affairs of India; by which provifion the 
legiflature feems to aflume, that outgoings and expences would, 
without fuch a reftriction, comprehend indefinite rewards to the 
fervants of the Company; and by neceffary implication affirm, 
that thefe grants even of penfion, within the prefcribed limit, will 
be legal, under the gencral defcription of expences of the Com- 
pany. | 
The character of the accufers of Mr. Haftings, and the mag- 
nitude of the fum, appear to me to have created the doubt. With 
all due refpect to the Houfe of Commons, I cannot diftinguifh 
between their impeachment and an indictment by the loweft mem- 
ber of the community ; or between a profecution which cofts the 
party a fmall fum, and one which involves him in the moft enor- 
mous expence. Thefe circumftances may have their influence in 
the exercife of the difcretionary truft, but afford no principle of 
legal diftinction. The power muft extend to both cafes or to 
neither. | | 
I have affumed, as one of the terms of the propofition, the 
ynnocence of the party accufed; and have thought the refpcct dae 
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to the decifion of the Houf€ of Lords warranted me in fo doing, 
Not that I think this fact effential, becaufe many cafes may exift 
where the letter of the law has been violated, and yet the party 
accufed may be well entitled to protection; but I have affumed 
this fact, in the prefent inftance, becaufe it tends to fimplify the 
queftion, and delivers it from all arguments drawn from the poffible 
abufe of a difcretionary truft. 

The cafe moft analogous to the prefent, which within my recol- 
lection has occurred in a court of juftice, is that of the county of 
Effex, where the juftices in feffion ordered a fine impofed by Lord 
Loughborough on the county, to be refifted in the name of an in- 
dividual, and afterwards, by another order, directed the expences 
of this litigation to be difcharged out of the county ftock.—This 
order was held to be legal. 

I have heard a diftinétion taken which does not fatisfy my mind. 
It has been faid, perhaps the Company might have been warranted 
in originally undertaking the defence of Mr. Haftings, but not in 
paying the expences after the defence is clofed. In my judgment, 
the conduct of the Company in this, as in former inftances, has 
been a more correct difcharge of a public truft. If they muft 
decide previoufly to a trial, they may be deceived'as to the nature of 
the cafe, and may fometimes be obliged to determine on the allega- 
tions of the party accufed. Whereas after the trial their judgment 
is formed on all the evidence produced by both parties, and aided 
by the decifion of a court of juttice. 

The remaining part of the firft queftion aiid: whether the 
confent of the Board of Commiffioners for the affairs of India be 
required? is of lefs difficult folution. The civil, military, and 
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political government of India, and management of the Indian re- 
venues, are fubject to their controul, and where a reftraint on the 
other expenditure of the Company was intended, particular provi- 
fions are made for that purpofe. It is fufficient to fay, none of 
thefe provifions extend to the prefent cafe. 

Iam therefore of opinion, that it is competent to the Court of 
Directors to carry into execution the refolution of the General Court 
without the confent of the Board of Commiffioners for the affairs 
of India; and that fuch refolution is not inconfiftent with the 
provifions of the act of Parliament. 

Tam likewife of opinion, that the Directors cannot be perfonally 
themfelves refponfible for error or miftake, but folely for a wilful 
and criminal breach of truft. Nor can the confent of the Board 


have the {malleft legal effect upon the fubject. 
GEORGE ROUS. 


Temple, Fune 13, 1795. 


Mt a Court of Direttors, held on Wednefday, the 24th fune, 1795 - 


THE Court taking into confideration the following refolution of 
the General Court of the ad inftant, viz. 

That this Court do recommend, that the Court of Directors 
fhould apply to Warren Haftings, Efq. for a ftatement of the Icgal 
expences incurred by him in making his defence ; and that after ~ 
having afcertained the fame by a full and fatisfaCtory inveftigation, 
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they do difcharge the amount thereof, not exceeding the fum of 
71,0807. | | 

ResoLveED, that this Court are ready to carry into execution 
the refolution above mentioned, but as doubts are entertained as to 
the legality of the meafure, the Court think it incumbent upon them 
toinform his Majefty’s minifters of their intention forthwith to carry 
the fame into execution, unlefs they fhall ftate any legal objections 


thereta. 


Eaft India Houfe, Fune 24, 1795. 
SIR, 

I HAVE the honour of inclofing to you the refolution of the Court 
of Directors refpecting the recommendation of the General Court 
for the payment of Mr. Haftings’s expences, and to requeft your 
attention thereto. 

I trouble you alfo with the opinions. of counfel upon the fubject.. 

J am, 
With great refpect, Srr, 
Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed) STEPHEN LUSHINGTON, 
Right Hon. William Pitt. 


Downing 
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Downing Street, ‘fune 30th, 1795. 
SIR, | 

I RECEIVED on the 28th inft. your letter of the 26th, inclofing 
the refolution of the Court of Directors refpeting the recommenda- 
tion of the General Court for the payment of the expences attending 
Mr. Haftings’s defence, together with the opinions of the counfel 
who have been confulted.—Confidering the rights of the public to a 
participation, according to the provifions of the act paffed in 1793, 
to be materially involved in the propofed meafure, and obferving the 
difference of opinion refpecting its legality, which appears in the an- 
{wers of the counfel who have been confulted, I have felt it my duty 
to direct the cafe to. be referred to his Mayefty’s law fervants; and I 
muft beg to defer ftating any fentiments of mine on the point of 
queftion, till I have been furnifhed with their opinions. 

Iam, SiR, 
Your obedient humble Servant, 
W. PITT. 


Chairman of the Eaft India Company. 


Treafury Chambers, September 7th, 199 5%. 
STR, 
{ AM commanded by the Lords Commuffioners of his Majefty’s- 
Treafury to acquaint you, that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
having laid before their Lordfhips the letter which. he had received 


from you, enclofing the cafe ftated in confequence of the refolution. 
of: 
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of the General Court of Proprietors of India Stock to grant an al- 
lowance to Mr. Haftings, for the purpofe of defraying the expences 
incurred by him during his tria], together with the opinions of Mr. 
Serjeant Adair, Mr. Mansfield, Mr. Rous, Mr. Erfkine, Mr. 
Gibbs, and Mr. Bearcroft, upon the faid cafe; their Lordfhips 
thought proper to refer the fame to the Attorney and Solicitor Ge- 
neral, for their opinion thereon: and I am now commanded to 
tranfmit to yau the opinion of the Attorney and Solicitor General 
upon this queftion, and to requeft that you will lay the fame before 
the Court of Direétors at their next mecting. 
Iam, Sir, | 


“Your moft humble Servant, 
CHARLES LONG. 
Chairman of the Eaft India Company. 


THE queftions propofed by the Lords of the Treafury to the At- 
torney and Solicitor General were as follow: 

Firft,—Whether it is competent to them to carry into execution 

this re{clution of the General Court, confiftent with the fe- 

veral provifions and reftrictions above recited, with or without 


the confent of the Commiffioners for the affairs of India ? 
OPINION. 
The funds under the management of the Court of Directors of 


the Eaft India Company are not applicable according to the pleafure 


I of 
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of the Court of Proprietors, The Proprietors are not the only per- 
fons interefted in thofe funds, and the legiflature has by exprefs law 
reftrained the application of the funds to certain purpofes, by provi- 
fions intended for the benefit of the creditors of the Company, the 
individual Proprietors, and the public, who arc all interefted in the. 
management and application of thofe funds.—The provifions thus 
made, form various ceconomical arrangements for the purpofe of 
preventing abufes in the management of the affairs of the Company, 
for fecuring the payment of the debts of the Company, and pre- 
ferving and extending the trade to the Eaft Indies, and alfo for re- 
gulating the adminiftration of large territorial revenues, applicable 
to the expences of the military and civil government of the Britith 
poffeffions in India, of the commercial eftablifhments of the Com- 
pany in that country, and the inveftments for the purpofes of their 
trade, and finally, bringing to this country an annual income and 
profit, a confiderable portion of which is applicable to the direé be- 
nefit of the public. We, therefore, think that all the reftrictions 
impofed by the legiflature on the application of the funds under the 
management of the Court of Directors, are to be conftrued with as 
much ftrictnefs as the nature and circumftances of every cafe to 
which they are applicable, and the general purpofes of the legiflature 
in impofing thofe reftrictions, will allow. 

The object of the legiflature, in the aéts which have been made on 
this fubject, and particularly in the 33 Geo. 3. Cap. 52. feems to 
have been to prevent mifapplication of the funds intrufted to the Di- 
rectors.—Firf, by appropriations of the funds to {pecific purpofes ; 
—and, Secondly, by creating fuch eontroul as might fecure the ob- 
fervance of thofe appropriations, and particularly in cafes which re- 
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quired the exercife of any confiderable degree of perfonal difcretion. 
The immediate controul is principally vefted in the Board of Com- 
miffioners ; and this controul is enforced and extended by the obliga- 
tion to fubmit annually all the accounts of the Company, ranged 
under proper heads, to the infpection, and confequently to the cen- 
fure of Parliament. 

The refolution of the Court of Proprictors, to which the firft 
queftion put to us refers, does not exprefs out of what fund, under 
the management of the Direétors, they are to difcharge the law ex- 
pences incurred by Mr. Haftings in his defence of the impeachment 
preferred againft him. We apprehend the whole of the tunds under 
the management of the Directors (except what is called in the 33 
Geo. 3. the Separate Fund, which, we prefume, is not intended to 
be applied for the difcharge of the law expences in queftion, if it 
could befo applied) 1s defcribed in the act of the 33 Geo. 3. Cap. 52. 
under two diftinct heads.—Firf, the revenues of the territories in 
the Eaft Indies ;—and, Second, the proceeds of the fales of goods at 
home, and other profits of the Company in Great Britain. Thea 
appears to have had in view the keeping thofe two funds, and the ex- 
penditure chargeable on cach fund, perfectly diftinct ; and it directs 
the diftin@ application of cach fund refpectively. ‘The fame dif- 
tinétion had not been provided for by the former acts impofing con- — 
trou] on the expenditure of the Company ; but it feems effentially ne- 
ceffary to the whole policy of this act, that the diftinction fhould be 
ftrictly obferved. 

Tlie firft point, therefore, pnestlins to be difcuffed, to enable us 
to anfwer the queftion propofed to us, feems to be out of which of 
thefe two funds the law charges of Mr. Haftings can be paid con-, 
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fiftently with the diftinct appropriations made by the legiflature, 
{uppofing it proper that thofe charges fhould be paid out of the funds 
in the hands of the Dire€tors; or, in other words, under what 
head of expence, allowed by the act of Parliament, this expence can 
be placed. 

It feems fairly tobe collected from the aét, that the legiflature in-’ 
tended that the expences attending the adminiftration of the affairs 
of the Company in India fhould be wholly defrayed out of the terri- 
torial revenues ; and it feems to us, that the allowance propofed to 
be made to Mr. Haftings muft be confidered, either as a reward for 
paft fervices in his charaéter of Governor General of Bengal, or as 
an indemnity for a lofs fuftained by him in confequence of his dif- 
charge of the duties of that character ; that the allowance, therefore, 
if made, muft be confidered as an expence incurred by the Company 
in the adminiftration of their affairs in India, and, therefore, in- 
tended by the legiflature to be defrayed out of the territorial reve- 
nues. | : 

The application of the territorial revenues is confined by the 107th 
fection of the 33 Geo. 3. in the firft place to various {pecified purs 
pofes; although, after anfwering all fpecified purpofes, the furplus 
is applicable to purpofes in fome degree difcretionary. One of the 
fpecific purpofes for which thefe revenues are applicable is, the de- 
fraying the civil and commercial eftablifhments of the Company at 
their {ettlements in India :° and it feems to us that there is no other 
head of fpecified expence under which the Directors can have a right 
to apply any part of the territorial revenues to defray the law charges 
of Mr. Haftings. We think that the payment of thefe law charges 
may be deemed part of the expences of the civil eftablifhment in In- 
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dia; if it can be deemed an extraordinary allowance made to Mr. 
Haftings, cither as a reward for his fervices in India, as Governor 
_ General of Bengal, or as an indemnity to him, in confideration of 
his having been put to thofe charges in confequence of acts done by 
him in difcharge of the duties of that office. From the 18th fection 
of the act, we think it is to be collected, that the legiflature intended 
that the Court of Directors fhould be at liberty to make extraordi- 
nary allowances out of the territorial revenues for fervices performed 
in India, or on any other account concerning their affairs in India, 
with the approbation of the Commiffioners ; adding fuch allowance, 
under its proper head, tothe next lift of eftablifhments to be laid be- 
fore Parliament, and confequently fubject to the future approbation 
or cenfure of Parliament. Suppofing, therefore, the payment of 
the law charges in queftion can be juftified as an extraordinary allow- 
ance under this head of fpecified expence, namely, as part of th2 cx- 
pence of the civil eftablifhment in Bengal, we think the Court of 
Directors may carry the refolution of the Court of Proprietors. into 
execution, with the approbation of the Commiffioners, by directing 
the application of a part of the territorial revenues for the purpofe, _ 
in a difpatch propofed by the Directors to be fent to. India, and tranf- 
mitted by them to the Commiffioners for their approbation ; and 
(having received that approbation) fending the difpatch to India, 
and afterwards adding the allowance, as an extraordinary allowance, 
under its proper head, to the next lift of eftaplifhments to be laid be- 
fore Parliament. But we apprehend the Commiffioners may with- 
hold their approbation of fuch extraordinary allowance, not only 
under the implied authority given them by the 18th fection of the 
33 Geo. 3. and their gencral controul over difpatches fent to India, 
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but alfo under the exprefs provifions in the 9th fection of that ad, 
which gives them full power and authority to fuperintend, direct, 
and controul all acts, operations, and concerns, which in anywife 
relate to or concern the civil or military government or revenues of 
the territories in India, fubject to fuch direétions, rules, regula- 
tions, and reitrictions, and to fuch a aac of: thofe revenues 
as are provided by the act. 

We apprehend, therefore, that if the Commiffioners fhall with- 
hold their approbation of the application of the territorial revenues 
in India to the payment of the law charges in queftion, as reafonable 
expences of the civil eftablifhments in India ; and more efpecially, if 
the Commiffioners fhall fignify their difapprobation of fuch pay- 
ment, the Directors cannot juftify the payment out of the territorial 
revenues in India; and we think fuch payment, if it could be ef- 
fected, would be an act in contradi¢tion to the provifions in the 
33 Geo. 3. Cap. 52.—If the Commiffioners fhall approve the payment, 
it muft be made in due order, after the revenues fhall have an{wered 
the expences to be difcharged prior to thofe of the civil eftablifhments ; 
the act, in giying the general controul to the Commiffioners, ex- 
prefily confining them to a {trict obfervance of the —_— 
made by the act. a 

The other fund, under the management of the Directors, namely, 
the proceeds of the fales of goods at home, and other. profits of the 
Company in Great Britain, 1s appropriated to particular purpofes by 
the 111th fection of the a@t ; after providing for the payment of bills 
accepted, and for the current payment.of other debts, intereft, and 
other outgoings, charges, and éxpences.af the Campany; their:-bond 
dlebt excepted. The particular purpofes, for which this appropria- 
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tion is made, are fuch as cannot include the law expences in quef- 
tion; and, therefore, if thofe expences can be paid out of this fund, 
the payment muft be authorifed by the general words ‘‘ outgoings, 
‘‘ charges, and expences of the Company, fubject to which the {pe- 
‘* cific appropriation is made ;”—but we think thofe words were 
not intended to comprife the outgoings, charges, and expences of 
the Company before provided for, by the fpecific appropriations of 
the territorial revenues made by the 107th fection. The words, 
therefore, we think, muft have been intended to be ufed ina limited 
fenfe ; and the queftion is, in what fenfe they were intended to be 
ufed? We think, upon a view of the general policy of the act, as 
well as of many of the particular provifions, the words muft at leaft 
be fo confined in conftruction as to exclude the outgoings, charges, 
and expences of the Company in the adminiftration of the govern- 
ment of India; and we incline to think, that every outgoing, charge, 
and expence, relative to the tranfaction of the affairs of the Com- 
pany in India, ought alfoto be excluded, fo far as it is provided for 
by the appropriation of the territorial revenue to its difcharge. If the 
meaning of thofe general words cannot be fo confined in conftruction, 
the whole policy of the act, in creating a diftinétion between the 
two funds, and all the arrangements founded on that diftinction, and 
the controul on expenditure provided by means of the Board of Com- 
miffioners, and particularly the reftrictions contained in the 18th 
fection of the act, may be defeated or evaded; and any allowance, 
reward, gratuity, or other expenditure propofed to be made out of 
the Indian revenue, and difapproved by the Commiffioners, may be 
made out of the fund in Great Britain, although that fund will have 
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been in a confiderable degree produced by the inveftments made with 
the produce of the territorial revenucs in India. 

As we conceive that the payment of the law charges of Mr. Haift- 
ings, in defending an impeachment for his conduct in India, as Gover- 
nor General of Bengal, if it can be deemed an expence of the Company, 
muft be deemed an expence relative to their affairs in India, and pro 
vided for as fuch out of the revenues under their management in In- 
dia, we think that the application of any part of the fund arifing 
from the proceeds of the fales at home, or other profit of the Com- 
pany in Great Britain to defray thofe law charges, will be in contra- 
diction to what we conceive to have been the intent of the act of the 
33 Geo. 3. Cap. §2. and we, therefore, think thofe charges cannot 
be paid by the Directors under any authority (except that of the le- 
giflature) out of the funds under their management, unlefs the pay- 
ment can be made out of the territorial revenues in India. 

The rasth fection of the 33 Geo. 3. on which reliance feems to 
have been had to fupport an opinion, that the Directors might pay 
the law charges in queftion without controul, appears to us to be ca- 
pable of a conftruCtion confiftent with what we conceive to have 
been the general policy of the act. The claufe is expreffly made for 
protecting the funds of the Company from being burthened with any> 
improper charges ; and it appears to us to have been intended to re- 
{train abufe in the exercife of the powers allowed by the act, by pre- 
venting the burthening of thofe funds, either in Great Britain or in 
India, withany new falary or increafe of falary, or any new or addi- 
tional eftablifhment, or any new penfion or increafe of penfion, to 
any one perfon, exceeding 200/. a year, by any grant or refolution 


of the Company or Directors, without the exprefs confirmation of 
the 
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the Commiffioners, attefted under the hand of the Prefident of the 
Board ; fo that no new permanent charge exceeding 200/. a year, can 
be brought either on the funds in Great Britain or on thofe in India, 
under pretence of falary or penfion, or neceffary eftablifhment for 
any of the purpofes of the Company, without the exprefs authority 
and confequent refponfibility of the Commiffioners ; and particularly 
the mere approbation by the Commiffioners, fignified by their fe- 
cretary, of a difpatch to be fent toIndia, in which fuch new perma- 
nent charge might be dire¢ted, will not warrant fuch charge; but 
the grant or refolution muft be diftinétly and pofitively confirmed by 
the Commiffioners, and that confirmation mutt be fignified by an act 
of the Commiffioners, authenticated by the fignature of their Prefi- 
dent. It appears to usalfo, that unlefs this claufe is conftrued with 
reference to the preceding appropriations made by the act, and if it 
can be ufed to infer an unreftrained power in the Directors to grant 
raoney in any fhape, except thofe fpecified in the clanfe, it may be 
extended by inference wholly to defeat the claufe itfelf, by enabling 
the Directors to pay, in any other fhape, that which the Commiffioners 
may have refufed to approve when offered to them in the fhape of 
penfion, falary, or eftablifhment. 

The furplus of the territorial revenues, after anfwering all the 
tpecific purpofes mentioned in the 33 Geo. 3. may be applied, either 
in reduction of the debts of the Company in India, or for fuch other 
ufes or purpofes as the Directors, with the approbation of the Com- 
miffioners, fhall direét. We apprehend, however, that no fuch 
furplus has arifen, or is likely to arife for a confiderable time ; and 
that, therefore, it is of little importance to the queftion put to us, to 
confider what is the extent of the powers of the Directors and Com- 


miffioners 


( 431 ) 
miffioners over fuch furplus ; but it feemsto us that thofe powers 
muft neceffarily be confined to purpofes beneficial to the Company, 
their creditors, ad the public. 

Upon the whole, we think the legiflature intended to authorize the 
Directors to reward any fervant of the Company for any fervice 
done, and to indemnify any fervant for any lofs fuftained in the dif- 
charge of his duty, as a fervant to the Company, out of the funds 
under their management, according to the appropriations made by 
the 33 Geo. 3. Cap. 52. and under the reftrictions and controul pro- 
vided by that act: and we conceive, that the act hag appropriated 
the revenues in India, to the difcharge of the obligations created by 
fervice done in India, or lofs fuftained in the difcharge, or in confe- 
quence of the difcharge, of duty performed in India; and in like 
manner has appropriated the funds in Great Britain to the difcharge 
of like obligations created by fervice done, or lofs fuftained in con- 
fequence of duties performed, in Great Britain. It alfo appears to 
us that the legiflature has impofed the reftraint and controul of the 
Commiffioners upon all acts of the Dire¢tors in making out of the’ 
revenues in India, remunerations for fervices done in India, and in- 
demnities for loffes fuftained in the difcharge of duties performed. in 
India; fe that the Diretors cannot apply any part of the revenues 
of India for fuch purpofes without the approbation: - the Com- 
miffioners. re 

It appears to us, therefore, that if the law experices incurred by 
Mr. Haftings, in the defence of his impeachment, ought.to be de- 
frayed by the Directors out of funds under their management, either 
as..a gratuity for paft fervices, as Governor General of Bengal ; or 
as an allowance by way of indemnity for lofs :fuftained by him, in 
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confequence of the difcharge of the duties of that office; there is 
power under the provifions of the 33 Geo. 3. Cap. 52. todefray fuch 
expences out of the territorial revenues in manner Sefore-mentioned, 
but not out of the funds in Great Britain. Whether the payment 
of thofe charges is an extraordinary allowance, which can properly 
be deemed part of the expence of the civil eftablifhments in India, 
either as a gratuity or indemnity to Mr. Haftings in his character of 
Governor General, within the meaning of the 33 Geo. 3.? and if it 
is fuch an allowance, whether it is fit and proper that it fhould be 
made to Mr. Haftings? are queftions to be decided by found difcre- 
tion, upon a full ftatement of all the circumftances, none of which 
are {tated to us. Weconceive thofe queftions are proper fubjects for 
the difcuffion of the Directors in the firft inftance, and of the Com- 
miffioners afterwards, upon a full view of all the circumftances ; 
and the legiflature feems to have left the decifion, in a great degree, 
at leaft, to their difcretion, fubject to the refponfibility neceffarily 
impofed on their refpective fituations. The refolution of the Court 
of Proprietors can only operate according to its terms, as a recom- 
mendation to the Court of Directors, to which they are undoubtedly 
bound to pay due attention, but upon which they muft exercife their 
own judgment, the refponfibility remaining with them for any acts 

which they may do in confequence of fuch recommendation. 
Second.—Whether the Court of Directors are refponfible them- 
felves, fuppofing they direct the payment agreeable to the 
faid refolution of the General Court, without the confent of 

the Commiffioners for the affairs of India? 

We have already ftated in what manner we conceive the law 
charges in queftion muft be paid, if they can be paid by the Court of 
7 Directors 
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Directors out of funds under their management; and we have alfo 
{tated our opinion, that the Dire@ors cannot, according to what we 
conceive to be the true meaning of the act of the 33 Geo..3. although, 
perhaps, imperfectly expreffed in the terms of the act, pay thofe 
charges out of any fund but that of the territorial revenues in India ; 
and that they cannot pay the charges out of that fund without the ap- 
probation of the Commiffioners ; who have, as we apprehend, full 
power to withhold that approbation, and to forbid the payment. 

We think if the Court of Direétors fhall make the payment in con- 
tradiction to the provifions of the aé&t, either out of a fund not appli- 
cable to the purpofe, or out of a fund applicable to the purpofe, but 
without the approbation required by thea@, the Directors who fhall 
concur in making fuch payment will be refpectively perfonally re- 
fponfible, criminally as well as civilly, for their mifconduct, in the 
fame manner as they would be for any other mifapplication of the 
funds under their management in breach of the provifions contained 
in the act. 

JOHN SCOTT. 

Lincoln’s Inn, Auguft 13, 1795. JOHN MITFORD. 


Tue EAST INDIA COMPANY to WARREN 
HASTINGS, Esa. 


SIR, Harley Street, Sept. 17, 1795 
THE late refolutions of the General Court in your favour, with 


refpect to the charges incurred by you in confequence of the impeach- 
Kkk ment ; 
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ment ; and the annuity, as a reward for your fervices to the Eaft 
India Company, are fufficient proofs of the high eftimation in which 
you f{tand with the Proprietors at large. 

Thefe refolutions have not been carried into immediate effect, be- 
caufe doubts have arifen as to the legality of the meafure under the 
provifions of the act of Parliament, as to the application of the pro- 
fits of the Company, after certain defined payments are made; and 
with regard to. the annuity, the approbation and confirmation thereof 
being expreffly, under the provifions of the aét, with the Commif- 
fioners for the affairs of India. - tate 

Whilft thefe queftions have been agitated, and remain undecided, 
the public, and every individual Proprietor have, in the exercife of 
their judgment upon the propriety of the mcafures (to which they 
moft undoubtedly have a right,) canvafled with precifion your cha- 
racter and conduct whilft exercifiiig the high office of Governor Ge- 
neral of all their affairs in India, and particularly the fortune you 
acquired in their fervice. Upon the twis firft points, I truft, there 
is no doubt ; but as to the latter, varicxy of opinions are entertained 
by men of the firft character and honour in the country. From fome 
hafty, and perhaps unneceffary declarations mad: fome time ago, and 
from appearances fince, gentlemen of this defcription have enter- 
tained doubts of the truth of the affertions ; and though a printed pa- 
per has been in circulation as to the ftate of your fortune, yet your 
immediate conftituents, the Eaft India Company and the public, 
whofe interefts 1 confider as infeparable, remain without any decla- 
yation or avowal from you perfonally as to the true ftate of your 
affairs. | | 

it 
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It is fuggefted, that a diftin@ion is attempted to be made between 
your fortune and Mrs. Haftings’s: this isa fubterfuge unworthy of 
your honour and character, and Iam fure it is unneceffary for me 
to point out to you how impoffible it is to make this diftinétion with 
any degrce of juftice. 

Ihave, Sir, nopretenfions, in my individual capacity, to inquire 
into the ftate of your private affairs ; I fhould think my{clf imperti- 
nent foto do; but, as Chairman of the Eaft India Company, anxi- 
ous for the honour and charaéter of their fervants of every defcrip- 
tion, efpecially thofe who have held fuch high and confidential of- 
fices, I have taken upon myfelf to defire of you to ftate to me in 
writing, upon your honour, a full, plain, and unequivocal account of 
your fortune, for the purpofe of availing myfelf of it, if I fee a fit 
and proper occafion, for removing thofe doubts, which, I muft re- 
peat, do at prefent exift in the minds of perfons of diftinguifhed 
honour and character. 

If, Sir, you chufe to give me an explicit anfwer, it may be of 
ufe; if not, you will confider my letter as coming from a Gentle- 
man holding (however unworthily ) a very honourable and ref{pectable 
fituation, and not the impertinent curiofity of an individual. 

My fituation muft be my apology, and my object can only be to 
refcue, or rather preferve pure, your character from the fuggeftions 
before ftated. 

| I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your very obedient Servant, — . 
(Signed) STEPHEN LUSHINGTON. 

Warren Haftings, E/q. 
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Mr. HASTINGS’s ANswer. 


Daylesford Houfe, Sept. 22, 1795. 
SIR, 

I HAVE had the honour to receive your letter, in which, after 
informing me of the legal difficulties which have hitherto occurred 
to prevent the Court of Directors from carrying into effect the late 
refolutions of the General Court, you are pleafed in fubftance to 
add, that other objeCtions were likely to arife, from a variety of 
opinions entertained by men of the firft character and honour in this 
country, refpecting the fortune which I acquired in the Company’s 
fervice, on comparing the declarations formerly made of its amount, 
whether prudently made or not, with appearances fince, and to 
defire of me to ftate to you in writing, ‘* upon my honour, a full, 
‘* plain, and unequivocal account of my fortune, for the purpofe 
‘* of availing yourfelf of it, if you fhould fee a fit and proper oc- | 
‘* cafion, for removing thofe doubts which, you repeat, do at pre- 
** fent exift in the minds of perfons of diftinguifhed honour and 
‘* character.” 

Whatever fenfe of public duty may have dictated this reference, 
or wifh to obtain for the Proprietors the fulleft information to affift 
their deliberations upon a matter likely to be foon again brought - 
before them, ftill I cannot but feel myfelf impreffed with the 
warmett fentiments of gratitude for the fhare which I have in the 
immediate object of it; which is by ftating to me the reports which 
have prevailed, to the injury both of my character and pretenfions, 
to afford me the means of repelling them, and of juftifying 
I the 
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the paft approbation and beneficence of my generous and ever-re- 
{pected employers. I now with pleafure acknowledge the obliga- 
tion, and return you my fincere and moft grateful thanks for it. 

To the demand which you have made, and expreffed in terms of 
the moft impreffive folemnity, I thall reply, as | ought, with the 
pledge of my honour, which it requires for the verification of it, 
and with as facred and awful a regard to truth, as if I was ftill 
in the prefence of that tribunal, before which I have already made 
a fimilar declaration upon the fame fubjeét, and called upon the 
Almighty to atteft it. | 

I will firft endeavour to lay before you, in as few words as pofli- 
ble, that full, plain, and unequivocal account of my fortune as it 
ftands at the prefent moment, which you are pleafed to require 
from me. 

I owe to my-folicitors and to various individuals 97,000/. 

To anfwer this fum, I poffefs rhe eftate of Daylesford, in Wor- 
cefterfhire, which coft me, including the original purchafe, and 
what I have expended upon the houfe, gardens, and lands, about 
60,000/. The eftate is 650 acres, and may be valued at soo/. clear. 
yearly rent. I have a diamond which I purchafed for a remittance 
twenty-one ycars ago; it is ftill unfold, and its cftimated value is. 
3000/.—I paid for it 33,000 ficca rupees. I have one fhare in the 
Berrington, and another in the Phoenix. Indiamen,,. valued at the firft: 
coft, z,232/. I have fome furniture, horfes, and other farming 
ftock, which it is impoffible to appreciate; I believe I over-rate 
them at 2,000/, And I have recoverable debts, owing to. me in. 
England, amounting to about 3,000/, Ido moft folemnly affirm. 
to you, Sir, upon my honour, that L have no other property in.any 

part 
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part of the world which can properly be called fuch ; fome debts in 
India, and a few in England, which I have not included, and thofe 
of no very great amount, being, as I conceive them, abfolutely 
irrecoverable. For prudential reafons, I do not choofe to under- 
value that property, which it is poffible that I may be eventually 
compelled to realize ; andas the probable fum, which it would yield 
in that cafc, is a fubject of mere calculation, which any perfon may 
be as competent to form as myfelf, I fhall not undertake, nor is it 
therefore neceffary to ftate my own conjectures upon it. 

I muft avow, notwithfianding the feverity with which you feem 
to reprobate the diftinction, that in eftimating my own fortune, I 
never did mean to include that which is exclufively the property of 
Mrs. Haftings ; it is true, the principal fum from which it has 
accrued was once my own. I beftowed it upon her as a marriage 
fettlement in 1777, not as an act of liberality, but as a compliance 
in courfe with,the ufage, which | believe to be univerfal, of the 
community of which I wasa member. The fum was one lack of 
ficca rupecs, and paid by a bill upon my attornies in England, the 
proceeds of which were to be vefted in the hands of truftces for her 
ufe. At that time all my fortune was lent upon mortgages; and 
the bill was returned. When it was ultimately paid, the fum, with 
the intereft, amounted to 22,234/.—this, by the fale of jewels, grew 
to 40,000/. from which 10,000/. were deducted for the purchafe of 
a houfe and furniture in Park-lane, lately made over as a fecurity 
for that fum affigned for the marriage fettlement of Mrs. Imhoff, 
the wifc of her fon. I declare upon my honour, and even by all 
that is more facred, if any thing can be more facred, that I have 
never added to her fortune fince the day of my marriage. That I 
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never, either in India or in England, directly or indirectly, made 
over one rupee or one fhilling of my property to Mrs. Haftings, 
or to any perfon or perfons in truft for her, nor, to my know- 
ledge or belief, does fhe poffefs any property beyond the fum 
which I have fpecified. 
If it fhould be furmifed (and God help me! I have too much 
experience of the inventive malice of one fpecics of mankind, not 
to fufpect and obviate fuch a calumny) that though I abfiained from. 
the acquifition of wealth by indircét means in my own perfon, I 
permitted it in her’s ; or that fhe may have availed herfelt ot the in- 
fluence of my ftation to raife money without my connivance; I 
know not how to refute fuch an imputation, but by a folemn de-. 
claration, and I do moft folemnly declare, that I never did, know-. 
ingly, permit her to receive moncy in prefents; that I do not: 
believe fhe could have received them, without fome intimation or: 
notice of it reaching me;. and that Fam morally certain fhe pofleffes, 
and has ever poffeffed, too fenfible an anxiety for my reputation, 
to attempt, or meditate an act, which either in my fenfe of it, on: 
in that of the world, would refie&t difhonour upon it. | 
But I will not leave this fufpieion entirely to be done away by my. 
own affirmation, though on oath; much lefs by my belief.—One. 
legal proof of my general conduct, as it relates to the fubject in 
queftion, has been exhibited in Weftminfter Hall, in the prefent of. 
ten lacks of rupees, which I received at Benares.in the year 1781, 
from the Nabob Vizier and his minifters. Of: this fum, one lack. 
was expreffly given in the name of Mrs. Haftings, and was equally. 
with the reft appropriated to the fervice of the Compaiy. It is. 
not indeed on record, that {he was confenting to this application of 
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it; but every circumftance of that tranfaction, to thofe who read 
the minutes of evidence containing it, will afford the cleareft con- 
viction that this fum could not have been made an exception from 
the application of the reft; and that a part of the general fum was 
applied, as I have faid it was, before the communication between 
my {tation and the province of Bahar was open.—In truth, fo little 
did I conceive Mrs. Haftings to be implicated in this tranfaction, or 
that it was a matter of which it was incumbent upon me, even in 
point of delicacy, to make her acquainted with it, that I do not 
believe fhe ever knew it, until it became a matter of public notice 
in England ; for 1 well recolle& my mentioning it to her myfelf, 
as a fubject then unknown to her, and telling her, jeftingly, that 
among other acts of injuftice and oppreffion, I had been accufed 
of defrauding her of her right, in difpofing of her property with- 
out her permiffion. 

I will now proceed to ftate, in as clear and diftinét a manner as 
I can, the amount of my fortune as it ftood when I came to Eng- 
land ; the additions which it has received ; and the mode in which 
I have lived fince my arrival, declaring in the firft place, and with 
the fame folemn appeal which I made in Weftminfter Hall, that I 
never was worth, at any time of my life, the fum of 100,000/. and 
that, in this calculation, I include every kind and defcription of 
property whatfoever. 

On the 31ft of January, 1786, I defired my agent, Mr. Wood- 
man, to draw out a ftate of the fortune which I then poffeffed in 
England, and of which he at that time kept the accounts; and 
which I conceived to comprehend the whole amount that I was 
worth, balancing the amount of my debts, and running expences 
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in India, with the debts which were owing to me, and which I had 
a probability of recovering ; many of them being of a nature which 
forbade me to confider them as debts, even at the time in which they 
were contracted. This account, with Mr. Woodman’s name fub- 
{cribed to it, and fince attefted by him on oath before the Court of 
Peers in Weftminfter Hall, I put into the hands of my friend 
Major Scott, who was at that time a member of the Houfe of 
Commons, and authorifed him to produce it wherever, and in 
what way foever he fhould’ judge it neceflary, to repel the falfe 
reports which did prevail, and which were induftrioufly circulated, 
re{pcecting the amount of my fortune. Of the prudence or necef- 
fity of this cautionary expedient I will not pretend to judge: it 
appeared to me indifpenfable at the time ; and when the fubjeét was 
firft mentioned by Major Scott in the Houfe of Commons, he either 
did it by my exprefs defire, or with my concurrence. I had 
information, that an attempt would be made in the month of 
February, 1787, to obtain an order to fecure my perfon and my 
property, under the plea of preventing me from withdrawing my« 
felf from the kingdom, or making over my fortune: no motion 
to that effect was formally made, but the neceffity of it urged, and 
fupported by a declaration, that large fums had on.the preceding day 
been fold out of the ftocks, leaving an impreflion undoubtedly upon 
the minds of the members who heard it, that I had fold property 
to a confiderable amount; it was upon that oc¢afion that my friend 
truly ftated both the amount of my fortune, and the fecurities in 

which it was vefted, no part of it being in the funds. 
Mr. Woodman’s account is inferted in the printed paper to which 
you allude ; it was circulated, at my defire, amongft the Proprietors, 
Lilt. and 
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and I requefted Mr. Lufhington to declare in my name, that I 
was ready to verify the contents of it upon oath, to the beft of my 
knowledge. Allow me, Sir, torefer you to that printed paper, for 
any points which may not be fufficiently explained in this letter, de- 
firing you to notice, that in that paper I have underftated my law 
expences: and my debts; not including all the intereft on the firft, 
nor all that were outftanding of the latter, nor, of neceffity, the 
expences fince incurred. 

By Mr. Woodman’s account you will fee, that the balance of 
my fortune on the 31ft of January, 1786, was 65,313/. 135. 6d. 
to this fum 10,000/. are to be added, as explained in that paper, 
being a debt due to me in England, and fince paid; together with 
4,000/. of money recovered in India, and fince remitted: fo that 
the real amount of my productive fortune on the 31ft of January, 
1786, was 79,313/. Itis true, I have received a further fum of 
17,000/. from India, which is alfo included in that paper, as remit- 
tances from India; but that was not a debt recovered; it was a 
remittance made to me in confequence of my trial, in a manner 
which I will freely explain to you in the fubfequent part of this 
letter; I confine myfelf now to an enumeration of all the money 
that has come into my poffeffion fince I arrived in England, for the 
purpofe of fhewing how it was all expended. 

The debit fide of the account ftatcs various debts which were to 
be paid out of the affets on the other fide; in effect all were paid, 
except the fum of 3,000/. ftated to be due to Mr. Barwell, which 
has been already explained not to have been due, and 5,000/ due 
on bond to Major Scott, for cafh borrowed of him in India; that 
articlaremaining {till unpaid, the whole amount of money in my hands 
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fince January, 1786, exclufive of moncy lately borrowed, which I 
fall mention in the general refult, is ro1,313/. as ftated in the 
printed account. | 

Before I proceed to fhew how this fum was expended, I muft beg 
leave to obferve, that it was not merely ‘‘ from appearances,” but 
from reports injurioufly propagated, that men of character and 
honour have found it difficult to reconcile the ftate of my fortune 
with the mode in which I have lived, and the enormous expenecs 
which I fupported ; for fuch is the interpretation which I take the 
liberty to put upon the expreffion of your letter to which I allude, 
and which a fenfe of delicacy perhaps induced you to convey in 
that allufive term. 

I have been told, and I think it proper, and in point, to men- 
tion what I have heard, as it appertains fo immediately to the fub- 
ject before me, that my expences have been eftimated at 16,000/. 
a year; that Iam fuppofed to have laid out more than 100,000/, 
on my eftate at Daylesford; and that the various extra expences 
attending my trial, many of which were reprefented to be of fuch 
a nature as made them unfit to be expofed to the public cye, were 
fo enormoufly large, that it was affirmed, in a place which I reve- 
rence too highly to name it on fuch an occafion, and with the pledge 
of authority given for the affirmation, that I had been ‘*‘ able to 
‘¢ buy up all the Newfpapers, and that 2,0,000/. had been expended 
‘* in the publication of Mr. Haftings’s libels.” ‘This declaration 

was made fo far back as the year 1790, and leaves the fuggeftion of 
a fum moft enormous, included in the proportion of the other cx- 
pences, and in the period which has fince elapfed. 
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‘To cach of thefe points I fhall reply fucceffively, by fhewing 
what was my real charge on each. | 

I came to England in the year 1785, and lived in a hired ready- 
furnifhed houfe, firft in St. James’s Place, and next in Wimpole- 
ftreet, until the year 1790, when Mrs. Haftings purchafed the 
houfe in Park-lane, as I have before mentioned. 

I purchafed a {mall eftate in Old Windfor, called Beaumont 
Lodge, in 1786, and refold it in 1789, for the exact fum that I 
had given and expended upon it. 

In 1789, I purchafed the principal part of the eftate of Dayles- 
ford, and about two years fince the remainder: it was an object I 
had long wifhed to poffefs: it was the {pot in which I had paffed 
much of my infancy; and I fcel for it an affection of which an 
alien could not be fufceptible, becaufe I fee in it attraétions which 
that ftage of life imprinted on my mind, and my memory ftill re- 
tains. It had been the property of my family during many ccn- 
turies, and had not been more than feventy-five years out of their 
poffeffion. I fhould not notice thefe trivial circumftances, but 
that in detailing the procefs of my expences, I feel that in that part 
of them which relates to this place, I have to defend myfelf, if | 
can, againft the charge of extravagance, and I fear I have no better 
excufe to make for it. 

While I was providing for my reception at Daylesford, I rented 
a houfe in Berkfhire, which I occupied two years. My refidence 
in thefe periods, and to the prefent time, has been fucceflively 
divided between the town and country in the places which I have 
enumerated, | | 

My 
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My ftyle of living in both has borne no marks of extravagance 
or fplendour. To thofe who have witneffed it, I think J may fay, 
that it was rather below than exceeding the rank in life which my 
former ftation might have entitled me toaffume. Negligent and 
improvident as I may be in other inftances of expence, this branch 
of it has ever been conducted with the moft exact and profitable 
economy ; for I can affirm moft pofitively, that my domeftic ex- 
pences, including every f{pecies of difburfement both in town and 
country, do not exceed one year with another 3,500/. in their annual 
amount: IJ affirm the faa, but do not affume the credit of it. 

I have ftated the grofs coft of my eftate in Daylesford to be 60,000/. 
but as I am now only relating the actual expenditures made upon it 
out of the money which I have ftated to have been in my poffeffion, 
I muft deduct from this amount the fum of 4,000/. which is ftill duc, 
and the further fum of 1,600/ being the purchafe money of a {mall 
eftate belonging to the manor of Daylesford, which was purchafed 
for me while I was abroad, and makes an article in Mr. Wood- 
man’s account. This leaves the fum of 54,400/. for my whole e¢x- 
penditurce on this head. | 

The extra expences attending my impeachment, and the pre- 
vious inveftigation in the Houfe of Commons, have amounted to 
the fum of 21,840/. Of this charge I have paid only 4,700/. the 
remaining fum of 17,140/. is included in my debts. That I mufl 
neceffarily have been fubjected to a great variety of incidental cx- 
pences, befides thofe which are charged in my folicitor’s bills, will 
be obvious to every man. The total amount is, I believe, confide- 


rably within any eftimate that has been made of them. 
I have 
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I have now, Sir, gone through every head of charge as applied 
_ to the fum fpecified ; and the following ftatement will exhibit at 
one view, all the fums that I have both received and expended fince 


my arrival in England. 


RECEIPTS. 
f. 
In my poffeflion, as per printed paper - 101,313 


Borrowed from various gentlemen in the laft and 


prefent year - - ~ - 23,000 
Legacy left by Lieutenant-Colonel Eaton - I ,000 
£-125,313 
DISBURSEMENTS. 
ts 
Daylesford,  - - - ~ - 54,400 
Solicitors and Counfel ~ - - 29,285 
Extra expences paid in part =s_ - - 4,700 
Intereft on Major Scott’s bond for ten years, at 
8 per cent. | ~ ~ - - 4,000 
Domeftic expence in town and country, eftimated 
at 3,500/. per annum for ten years - 35,000 
£.127, 385 
Difference - 2,072 





Lieutenant- 
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Lieutenant-Colonel Eaton died in 1789.—He left me a legacy of 
1,000/, which did not occur to my recollection when the printed 
paper was drawn up. 

Thefe accounts are not entirely balanced, nor do I vouch for 
their complete accuracy. I have taken no credit for the intereft 
upon my mortgages. They were paid off by inftalments, and I 
muft have received fome intereft upon them. I may have, and I 
do confcientioufly believe, that I have eftimated my houfhold ex- 
pences too high; and in parts of every head of difburfement, I 
have had recourfe to my memory and to conjecture in default of 
prefent or accurate materials.—My bills were difcounted, fome- 
times at a lofs, and fometimes with intcreft due upon them. There 
muft, therefore, of courfe, be fome trifling errors on each fide of 
this account, but none I am confident that can make a difference of 
any confequence; and for every effential purpofe the account 1s 
complete, and will, I truft, be deemed a full, clear, and unequi- 
vocal anfwer to that part of your letter which requires from me 
fuch a ftatement, upon my honour, as fhall fatisfy the minds of 
thofe who have conceived that in the declared ftate of my fortune, 
I did not poffefs a fufficiency to defray my actual expences. I 
declare upon my honour, and in the moft folemn manner, that I 
have endeavoured to the utmoft of my means and ability, and with 
the moft f{crupulous fidelity, to render the account as correct as 
pofiible. | 

I muft beg leave to infert in this place the explanation which 
I promifed in a preceding part of my letter, of the remittances of 
17,000/. which were made to me from India. I referved it to make 


part of another fubject connected with it, but not effential to my 
reply, 
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reply, which I gricve to find that I have already lengthened beyond 
all reafonablc bounds, and fhall haften to clofe it. | 

Iam indebted for thefe remittances to the gencrofity of individuals, 
eranted for the exprefs purpofe of relieving my wants. They were 
received in the years 1790 and 1791, moft feafonably at times, in 
which, but for them, I fhould have been reduced to great diftrefs. 
I do not mention this as an excufe for my accepting them, fince I 
am not confcious of any pofitive law or moral obligation that forbad 
it. I mention it orly to fhew, that while I was an object of envy 
to fome, and of jealoufy to others, under the imputation of poffeffing 
inordinate wealth, and when, in addition to the charge of extrava- 
gance, I was publicly accufed of the moft corrupt difpofal of it, 
I was actually on the verge of penury, and in fear of wanting the 
means of acquiring the common neceffaries of life, but in the de- 
grading refource of private credit, to which I have fince been actu- 
ally compelled to fubmit. 

I make it my requeft, Sir, that you will have the goodnefs to lay 
this letter before the honourable Court of Direétors, and to them I 
make it my requeft that it may be fubmitted to the Court of Pro- 
prictors. 1 take this occafion to return them my moft grateful 
thanks for the diftinguifhed honour they have conferred upon me by 
their late refolutions. -I thank them for thofe teftimonies of their ap- 
probation of my fervices,. and for the bounty with which they have 
{fo liberally rewarded them. That I have completely received as far 
as they could beftow it, in their public declaration that they thought 
me deferving of it; nor have 1a with refpedting it, fo far as it regards 
them, -unfatisfied. But with ref{pedt to the refolution which they had 
been generoufly pleafed to pafs to indemnify me for the legal ex- 

pences 
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pences of my trial, I own, I cannot contemplate its refult with 
the fame tranquil refignation. I require the accomplifhment of it, 
not on the feore of intereft but of honour, that 1 may acquit myfelf 
of my engagements to thofe to whofe confidence and friendfhip 1 
owe that I am not abfolutely deftitutc. With fuch a ftake I feel 
no repugnance to make my humble fupplication to my employers, 
that I may obtain from their generofity that relief, which I once 
thou geht I had a right to expect from the juftice and from the laws 
of my country. 
I have the honour to be, 
With the greateft refpedt, Sir, 
Your much obliged and moft 
Obedient humble Servant, 
WARREN HASTINGS. 
To Sir Stephen Lufbington, Bart. 
Chairman of the Court of Direétors. 


On the Refolutions of May 29th, and of fune ad and 3d, refpeing the 
Payment of the Law Expences incurred by, and grantmg an An- 
wuity as a Reward of bis Services to WarrEN Hastinos, E/q. 


WEDNESDAY, Sept. 16, 1795. 


THE CHAIRMAN ftated for the information of the Court, 
that fince the laft meeting of Proprietors, the Directors previous 


to their carrying the refolutions of the General Court of Friday, 
Mmm of 
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the 29th of May, recommending to them to apply to Mr. 
Haftines for a {tatement of his expences, and after having afcer- 
taincd the fame, to difcharge the amount thereof, not exceeding 
71,0S0/, into execution, had thought it neceflary to inform the 
minifter of their intention immediatcly to obey the directions of 
their conftituents, unlefs he knew of any legal objection to their 
fo doing. That Mr. Pitt fent them word, that he could give no 
an{wer, till he had confulted the reft of his Majefty’s minifters on. 
the fubjcct. That a Ictter was fubfequently fent him (the chair- 
man) from Mr. Long, Secictary of the Treafury, inclofing the 
opinions of the Attorney and Solicitor General on the fubject, which, 
with thofe of the other learncd gentlemen, to whom cafes had been. 
ftated by the Company’s Solicitor, had been printed for the ufe of 
the Proprietors. 

Mr. JACKSON wifhed to fuggeft his hope, that when the 
honourable Magiftrate (Alderman Lufhington) who _ probably 
would make fome motion on the report, fhould have fettled it, the 
chairman would take care it was publifhed, and made known fome 
days previous to the next General Court; that on the 14th of Oc- 
tober the Proprietors might not be called upon all at once to difcufs 
a matter of which they had previoufly received no information. 

The CHAIRMAN faid, that point did not reft with him, but 
with the difcretion of the individual Proprietor that fhould make 
any motion on the report. 

Mr. JACKSON faid, moft certainly ; but he thought it right to 
throw out the fuggeftion, with the hope that the honourable Magil- 
trate or the honourable Major whom he faw prefent, or any other of 
Mr. Haftings’s friends, who fhould make fuch a motion, would 

take 
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take care that it fhould be publicly known previous to the day of the 
General Court. 

Major SCOTT, conceiving himfelf to be thus publicly called 
upon, rofe merely to declare that he knew of no motion that was 
intended to be brought forward; fure he was, he meant not to 
offer any, nor did he believe that any other of Mr. Haftings’s 
friends had fuch an intention. He reminded the Court, that ata 
full General Court held on the agth of May laft, the order of 
proceeding had been, to read feveral precedents of refolutions come 
to at different times, refpecting the fervices of different perfons, 
who had diftinguifhed themfelves in India; and that in confe- 
quence, one preliminary refolution, acknowledging the eminent 
fervices of Mr. Haftings, and declaring the Court highly fenfible 
of them, &c. was propofed, moved, and agrced to unanimoufly ; 
and after that, a refolution, that the charges of the impeachment 
had been founded on the public aéts of his government, and 
therefore, that ‘* it be recommended to the Court of Directors, to 
‘* take into their confideration the fervices of Warren Hatftings, 
*¢ Efg. late Governor General of Bengal, and to report their 
‘¢ opinion to this Court, in what mode and to what extent it may 
<¢ be expedient to grant a pecuniary compenfation for the fame ;” 
about which refolution, the Major faid, it was true, there had 
been fome confiderable difference of opinion. 

Mr. GRANT rofe to fet the Major right. He had himfclf ex- 
preffly declared, that he did not approve of any of the refolutions, 
and had not voted on any; confequently the firft had not paffed 
unanimoufly. 

Mmma2 > The 
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The MAJOR referred tothe minutes of the Court, from whence 
it appeared, that the firft refolution was ftated to have paffed unani- 
moully, though there had been confiderable difference of opinion 
about the fecond. 

Mr. GRANT explained. 

Mr. IMPEY admitted, that Mr. Grant did object 7a limine. 

Mr. GRANT faid a few words further in explanation. 

Mr. JACKSON again hoped, that when the motion was given 
in to the Court of Directors, it would be publifhed for the infor- 
mation of the Proprietors. 

Mr. HENCHMAN obferved, that when the fubject was agitated 
in May laft, he and his friends had expreffed their wifhes that the 
opinion of the Court of Directors had been taken by the General 
Court, previous to the Proprictors at large voting any refolution, 
He hoped that in the report to be laid hefore the next General Court, 
the opinion of the Dire¢tors would be declared, as he knew many 
of the Proprietors governed their votes on a ballot, in a great mea. 
fure, by the judgment of their Directors, who very naturally were 
fuppofed to be more compctent to decide, as they had better informa- 
tion than could fall within the reach of the Proprietors in gencraf. 

The CHAIRMAN faid, it was clear from the papers read that 
day, what was the opinion of the Court of Directors, viz. that they 
were rcady to draw for the moncy, if his Majefty’s minifters knew 
of no legal objection to it. 

Mr. GRANT faid, he certainty concurred in obeying the orders 
of his conftituents, without inquiring into the right or wrong of the 
queftion on which thofe orders were founded. That was another 
matter, on which he entertained his own opinion, and had acted ac- 


cordingly.. 
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cordingly. The Directors, in the cafe of carrying the refolutions of 
the General Court into execution, acted miniflerrally, and the decla- 
ration of their individual opinion by no means appeared to be neccf- 
fary. 

Mr. JACKSON fupported Mr. Henchman, and reminded the 
Chairman, that he had with ereat carneftnefs objected to the Pro-. 
prictors at large doing any thing before they had been favoured with 
the opinion of the Directors upon the fubjeét. Had that courfe been 
purfued, he was perfuaded none of the difficulties that now occurred 
would have prefented themfelves. The refolutions having been voted 
by the General Court, by no means {hut out the Directors from de-. 
claring their opinions, and what had pafled on the fubjeat fince the 
Court of the 29th of May, made it more than ever to be defired, 
that. the Directors would fome way or other let their opinions be 
known to the Proprietors. 

Mr. R. THORNTON (a Director) faid, that fince the 29th of 
May lait, the matter in queftion had fomewhat changed its appear- 
ance, and did not ftand exactly the fame as it at that time did. 
The opinion then entertained was, that the carrying the refolutions 
into execution was a matter to which no doubt could attach on the 
fcore of legal objection, Was the cafe the fume now? In confe- 
quence of the Directors having thought it neceflary to take the opi- 
nion of counfel on the matter, and to apply to his Majefty’s minif-. 
ters to know if they were aware of any legal objection, feveral legal 
doubts had been ftated, and the Directors had been informed, that 
if they carried the refolutions into execution, it might be attended 
with fome rifque to their private fortunes, as they might have to 
sefund every fhilling they advanced, Surcly the Proprictors would: 

| nas. 
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not with the Directors to be lofers, or to do any thing illegal, in 
confequence of the vote of a General Court confirmed by a ballot. 
Having themfelves decided upon the fubjed@t, and the opinions of 
counfel having been fince taken, if the Dire€tors were called on for 
their individual opinions, he fhould think they were rather unrea- 
fonably treated. 

Mr. R. JACKSON again faid, that the Directors were by no 
means precluded from giving their opinions; on the contrary, the 
circumftances which had taken place fince May laft made it more 
than ever to be defired that they fhould do fo; at the fame time they 
certainly were not compelled to declare their opinions, if they were 
unwilling to ftate them. 

Mr. HENCHMAN repeated his declaration, that a number of 
Proprietors were anxioufly defirous of knowing the fentiments of 
their Directors, as their votes would in a great meafure be guided 
by them. 

The Chairman and Major Scott faid a few words more, after 
which the fubjcét was difmiffed. 


Wednefday, October 14, 1795. 


A General Court was held for the purpofe of taking into confi- 
deration the foliowing refolutions, which Mr. Alderman LUSH- 
INGTON had fent the Court of Directors information he meant 
to move in the General Court to be held on that day, viz. 

J, ‘* That 
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I. ** That this Court obferve with great concern, that their refo- 
lutions of the 2d and 3d of June, with refpect to the payment of the 
law expences incurred by Warren Haftings, Efg. in the late im- 
peachment, and for granting him an annuity, as a reward for his 
fervices to the Eaft India Company, have not been carried into 
effect. 

If. ** That the Chairman and Deputy Chairman be requefted to 
wait upon the right honourable the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and to exprefs the earneft with and requcft of this Court, that he 
will be pleafed to concur in the rcfolution which relates to the faid 
law expences. 

III. ‘* That the Chairman and Deputy Chairman be requefted to. 
wait upon the right honourable the Commiuffioners for the affairs of 
India, and to exprefs the carneft wifh and requeft of this Court, 
that they will be pleafed to grant their affent to the payment of the 
annuity voted by this Court, as a reward for the important fervices 
rendered to the Eaft India Company by Warren Haftings, Efg. late 
Governor General of Bengal. 

IV. ‘* That the Chairman and Deputy Chairman be requefted to 
conimunicate to this Court, as foon as may be convenient, the an- 
{wers which they may receive from the right honourable the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and the right honourable the Commiffioners 
for the affairs of India, on the fubjcét of the preceding refolutions.” 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT, Deputy Chairman, took the chair in the 
abfence of Sir Stephen Lufhington, who was prevented from at- 
tending by indifpofition. | 

The minutes of the preceding Court were then read over, and the 


correfpondence between the Chairman, Warren Haftings, Efq. and 
I Mr. 
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Mr. Pitt, Chancellor of the Exchequer, read fliort by the common 


confent. 
Nir. Alderman LUSHINGTON, after apologizing for his ab- 
fence, prefaced his refolutions already printed, by ftating, that 1 


Was quite unneceffary to go over the ground which had been fo ably 
trod, by recounting the public merits of Mr. Haftings, which would 
now be as tedious as a tale twice zol.J. He fhould be contented to 
referve himfelf for a defence of his motions, if, unhappily, they 
fhould chance to be attacked. He was free to confefs, that, by 
ufing the term ‘* concern,” he did not mean to fay, that the Dirce- 
tors had acted improperly ; he meant merely to exprefs his grief at 
any delay, which he did not believe owing to any reluctance in the 
Directors. 

The firft refolution having been read, and feconded by Captain 
Paul, 

Mr. RANDLE JACKSON objected to the words of the refolu- 
tion, and particularly to the word ‘* concern.” In his opinion the 
Directors had aéted wifely in proceeding with caution, and in taking 
care, that by any inadvertent conduct on their parts they fhould not 
lay the ground of future difficulty and embarraffment, which might 
be productive of difagreeable confequences to the Company, and per- 
haps of rifque and difgrace to themfelves. Mr. Jackfon thought 
there was no neceflity for ufing a word in the refolution which was 
hable to be mifconceived, and that it would anfwer every purpofe 
wifhed, if it were altogether omitted, and the mere fact refolved, 
viz. ‘* ‘That it appears to this Court, that their refolutions of the 
‘* ad and 3d of Junc, with refpect to the law expences incurred by 
«« Warren Haftings, Efq. in the late impeachment, and for granting 
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‘** him an annuity, as a reward for his fervices to the Eaft India 
‘* Company, have not been carried into effect.” 

Mr. TWINING agreed with the fuggefted amendment, and 
thought the word ‘* concern” not only unneceffary but inapplicable. 
So far from feeling concern at the delay, which had arifen from the 
caution of the Directors, he thought their conduct to be highly 
ufeful and meritorious, and for that reafon wifhed the amendment 
fuggefted might be adopted. 

Mr. GRANT did not rife toobje&t to the expreffion ‘‘ great con- 


P 


‘* cern,” as fufceptible of an improper application to the Court of 
Directors, but to obferve, that having formerly voted againft the re- 
folutions in favour of Mr. Haftings, and remaining unchanged in 
his opinion, he could not now, with confiftency, concur in a mo- 
tion which declared concern that thofe refolutions were not carried 
into effect. In faying this, however, he thought it right to add, 
that in the whole of the prefent bufinefs he had acted for himfelf 
only, taking no impulfe from others, and feeking to give no im- 
preffion in any quarter where the decifion of this matter might be 
fuppofed to reft. It had heen thought by fome, that when he op- 
pofed the grant to Mr. Haftings, he fhould have affigned his rca- 
fons. He did not, however, conceive this to be neceffary, becaufe 
the cafe of Mr. Haftings was not now a new cafe—moft men had 
made up their minds upon it—and he, viewing the firft refolution 
as a call for certain donations to Mr. Haflings, thought himfelf at 
liberty expreffly to refufe his affent to fuch donations, without ex- 
plaining the reafons which might, in his judgment, render the con- 
ceflion of them improper. He begged leave further to add, that he 
had no perfonal enmity to Mr. Haftings—in the few inftances in 

Non which 
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which he had occafion to tranfa& with him in the courfe of his fer- 
vices abroad, he had been treated by him with liberality ; he hoped, 
alfo, he knew how to appreciate what he fhould take the liberty to 
call the better parts of Mr, Haftings’s character; neither did he act 
from party motives of any kind ; he had no fhare in bringing for- 
ward, or carrying on the late profecution, either in India, or in 
England ; he was no advocate for the length of that profecution ; in 
a word, had he been only a private Proprietor, he would have chofen 
to avoid taking any part in this bufinefs; but having the honour of 
being invefted with the character of a Director, he thought that he 
was thereby charged with a general care for the interefts of the Com- 
pany, and that he could not diveft himfelf of that charge when he 
quitted the room in which the Directors met; that thus fituated, a 
caufe in which he had never thought to interfere had at length come 
to him, and forced him to fpeak. So called upon, he had no alter- 
native but to refufe his confent to the acts propofed in favour of Mr. 
Haftings, not fomuch from any confideration refpeCting the fortune 
of that gentleman, or even the magnitude of the fums propofed to be 
given him (though oneach of thefe heads he had fpecific objections, ) 
but that thefe grants, and the votes whereby they were conveyed, 
went to give a fandtion to the adminiftration of Mr. Haftings, to 
which he was very far from being able honeftly to fay that he 
thought it entitled. He thought, indeed, quite otherwife, and moft 
of all objected to fuch a fanétion, becaufe it would have not only a 
retrofpective, but a future effect ; it might operate hereafter in the 
minds of other fervants of the Company ; and it would certainly, if 
accorded, defcend to pofterity, refleting, as he conceived, a falfe 
light on the character of the adminiftration in. queftion. 
: | Mr. 
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Mr. LUSHINGTON, in his reply to Mr. Jackfon, repeated his 
affertion, that it was not his meaning to caft the moft diftant re- 
flection either upon the Directors or his Majefty’s minifters, nor 
did he believe, when the Proprietors faid they obferved with ‘< great 
‘* concern” that their refolutions in favour of Mr. Haftings had not 
been carried into effect, they faid more than was precifely the cafe; 
at leaft he would declare for himfelf, that he felt very ferious con- 
cern on that account; he would, therefore, put his motion as it 
ftood, unlefs fome more folid objection than he had yet heard, fhould 
be ftated. With refpe& to the remark of Mr. Grant, that the pre- 
fent and late proceedings of this Court would have a profpective 
and a retrofpective effect in India, God forbid (added Mr. L.) 
that it fhould not; I mean that the conduct of the Eaft India Com- 
pany towards Mr. Haftings fhould not lefs mark their gratitude to 
him, than it will hold forth toall future governors this falutary cons 
viction, that while on great and emergent occafions they make the 
welfare and the fafety of the empire their principal objet, we will 
not bafely defert them. Occafions did arife during the adminiftration 
of Mr. Haftings, in which, by a cold and phlegmatic difcharge of 
his official duty he would have loft India. Such occafions may arife 
again; and if, for adding above two millions a year to your reve- 
nues, if, for preferving the empire of India to you, which his Ma- 
jefty’s minifters have repeatedly declared he did, you leave him to 
be involved in utter ruin, from the means which he took to defend 
thofe acts to which you owe your fafety and profperity, will any 
man ever ferve you again from any other motive than a cold atten- 
tion to his own interefts ? India was not acquired, ‘nor preferved, nor 
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can it in times of danger be maintained by a cold difcharge of offi- 
cial duty. 

The queftion being put upon the ff refolution was carried, Mr. 
Grant only holding up his hand againft it. 

Mr. LUSHINGTON oe rofe to move the fecond salad 
V1Z. 

‘¢ That the Chairman and Deputy Chairman be requefted ta 
‘¢ wait upon the right honourable the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
‘and to exprefs the earneft wifh and requeft of this Court, that 
‘* he will be pleafed to concur in the refolution which relates to the 
** faid law expences.” 

Upon this refolution likewife, the Alderman faid, he flattered him- 
felf, he need not intrude on the time of the Court. The great and 
important fervices of Mr. Haftings had been acknowledged repeat- 
edly by that Court, and by the Dircétors ; and as it was evident that 
thofe fervices arofe from the public acts of his government, which 
had been made the fubject of a feven years profecution by impeach- 
ment, the expences that had arifen in confequence of that profecution, 
ought undoubtedly to be paid. | 

In the courfe of the ample as well as equally unneceffary and te- 
dious difcuffions that the fubject had undergone, the accufers of Mr. 
Haftings had urged every thing to aggravate what they were pleafed 
to term his high crimes and mifdemeanors ; and moft efpecially they: 
had been loud in charging his government with tyranny and oppref-. 
fion. For a moment fuppofing Mr. Haftings not to have been ac- 
quitted of every charge brought forward againft him, was it fair to 
condemn him for adopting a mode of government more vigorous and 
{trong than the government which Britifh fubjeéts lived under in this 
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free country ? Political writers had laid it down asa maxim, that 
the government of a country, to be permanent and fecure, muft be 
adapted to the manners and cuftoms of the people who live under it, 
and that in fome parts of the globe it would be impoffible to preferve 
a due degree of authority, or to maintain the public tranquillity, 
unlefs the {trong hand of power was perpetually held out, and fre- 
quently exercifed. That fort of obfervation, experience had proved, 
applied with peculiar juftnefs, ina certain degrec, tothe Eaft. All 
the governments of the native princes of A fia over their fubjects were 
defpotic and arbitrary. .It would, therefore, have been in the 
higheft degree impolitic and unwife in Mr. Haftings, as foonas any 
new acquifition of territory was made, to have relaxed all at once, 
and all together, from the ancient mode of government, to which 
thefe new fubjects had uniformly been accuftomed under their for- 
mer rulers, and moftefpecially to have acted without a neceffary de- 
gree of vigour and coercion with thofe princes and chiefs, who were 
bound by treaty to pay for protection from the Britifh government in 
Indoftan. But Mr. Haftings had not only preferved, and extended 
our dominions; by his reforms. in the civil government, and his 
fuccefs in that of the military, he had increafed the revenues of the 
Company above two millions annually. That increafe the Minifter 
for India had reckoned upon, and {tated to the Houfe of Commons. 
year after year as an advantageous addition to the amount of the Com- 
pany’s revenues ; the Houfe of Commons: had acknowledged it ac- 
cordingly, and the act of 1794, which declared: the public partici- 
pators of the furplus of the Eaft India Company’s income from: their 
territorial revenues, had. been paffed by the legiflature on the exprefs. 
grounds of a public recognition of that additional increafe of income, 
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and an afferted and enforced claim to a part of it, on behalf of the 
people of Great Britain. No fact was more clear than this, that by 
the aéts of Mr. Haftings he added more than two millions to the an- 
nual refources of the ftate. Nor could any fact be more clear, than 
that by thofe {trong meafures which he took he faved India, and that 
by no other means could India have been preferved. Was there a 
man in the nation, then, who doubted of his right to payment of ex- 
pences, and reward for meritorious fervices, or thought fuch a fer- 
vant of the Company and the public ought to experience the horrors 
of a jail towards the clofe of his days? Mr. Lufhington was confident 
there was not. But the manner of doing the thing, and not the thing 
itfelf, was objected to; the privilege claimed by the Company of 
paying law expences now, as they always had done hitherto, had 
been queftioned, and had drawn very curious opinions from the At- 
torney and Solicitor General and Mr. Bearcroft. But with all his re- 
fpect for thofe gentlemen, he muft fay, that they had not ventured 
boldly and fairly to examine the cafe before them. With regard to 
the opinion of Mr. Bearcroft, it was cold, lukewarm, and undeci- 
five; in fhort, it was evident he had been afraid to look the princi- 
ple of the propofition fubmitted to him in the face. In the Attorney 
and Solicitor General’s opinions there was much refinement and ab- 
ftrufe reafoning, rather calculated to increafe the puzzle of the cafe, 
than to clear obfcurity and remove the difficulty. The fubtle dif- 
tinction taken by the law officers of the crown, could not, he was 
confident, have obtained for one moment, without producing a con- 
fufon inexpreffible in the management.of the Company’s affairs. It 
was this, that the legiflature meant by the late act to make all charges 
incurred in India payable in India, and all charges incurred at home 
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payable here; confequently the expences incurred by Mr. Haftings 
having been incurred in India, muft be paid from thofe revenues. 
Mr. Lufhington urged many reafons for believing that this was not 
the true conftruction of the act. If it were fettled, that the moncy 
were to be paid in India, Mr. Haftings would neceffarily be entitled 
to Indian intereft, which would confiderably increafe the fum ; and 
the moment the payment was thrown upon India, his Majefty’s 
Board of Commiffioners muft have a voice in this payment, as well 
as in the grant of the annuity. To that, Mr. Lufhington faid, he 
had not the {malleft objection ; for he was fo confident in the juftice 
of the caufe which he fupported, that he had no fort of objection 
to fubmit the decifion of it to the King’s minifters, and therefore 
he was ready to follow the fenfe of the Court upon the fubject ; 
but this he muft repeat, that the great lawyers were afraid to look 
the principle in the face, and by their doctrine the Directors were 
not competent to difburfe a fingle fhilling without the approbation 
of the Board of Controul. 

Mr. Lufhington then read his fecond motion, and faid, 
their unanimity that day would, he trufted, enfure fuccefs to the 
object they had fo much at heart. His Majefty’s minifters could 
have no wifh to refift the voice of the Eaft India Company, ina 
point where the public fo cordially agreed with them. | 

Mr. TOLFREY faid, as folicitor to Mr. Haftings in India, he 
had feen many acts of his wifdom and generofity as a ftate{man. 
At one time he paid a very large fum of money out of his own 
pocket, to fatisfy the demands of fome of the natives againft other 
natives; a difpute which, had it not been for the liberality of the 


Governor General, might have produced a civil war. Such actions. 
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as thefe had very much reduced his private fortune. But if thefe, 
and a thoufand fuch ads of public and private benevolence re- 
mained to this hour unknown, it was, he faid, owing to that 
modeft concealment which greatly enhances, if it does not ex- 
clufively create the whole merit of the act. It fhews, that united 
to the more fplendid and captivating parts of Mr. Haftings’s 


character, he was one of thofe who 
‘* Do good by ftealth, and blufh to find it fame.” 


Mr. Tolfrey next entered into a very long eulogium on Mr. Hatt- 
ings’s adminiftration in India, and gave it as his opinion, that had 
it not been for him, inftead of poffeffing additional dominions, and 
an increafed revenue, as was the cafe at prefent, we fhould proba- 
bly not have had an inch of territory there. It wasa filly diftinction 
made in the opinions of the Attorney and Solicitor Generals, 
which faid, that the law charges ought to be paid in India from 
the territorial revenues, and not from the Company’s funds at 
home ; for he argued, that if paid at all, they muft ultimately come 
out of the Company’s funds, whatever might be the place and 
mode of paying them. He lamented the obftructions threwn in 
the way of the refolutions by his Majefty’s fervants, and thought 
it extremely hard, that after juftice, though lamely and flovenly, 
had carried Mr. Haftings through a feven years journey, fhe 
fhould now be fuffered to uplift her crutches, and threaten to knock 
him down for the want of money to pay his expences on the road. 
Mr. Haftings was now paying fifteen pounds a day in the very in- 
tereft of his law charges ; the travelling expences, therefore, would 
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take up as many years in payment. It could not be faid that 
_ Mr. Haftings was acquitted, unlefs his law charges were paid for 
him; for an expence of 71,000/. was a penalty beyond what had 
commonly been levied on the greateft of criminals. In the laft 
century the great ftate culprit Lord Bacon had only been fined 
40,000/. and the Earl of Middlefex, for his offences, 30,000/. yet 
their fines had been remitted, and very large penfions fettled upon 
them ; and it was unfortunate for Mr. Haftings, that he did not live 
in a time when culprits were fo liberally rewarded. Mr. Dundas 
could not refift an appeal to his humanity, when he had formerly 
declared in the Houfe of Commons, that he had to thank the 
Proprietors for thwarting his motion for the recal of Mr. Haftings, 
fince he had been the means of faving India. The paying of law 
charges was no new matter, and he inftanced the cafe of Mr. Law, 
one of the Patna Council. 

Mr. LAW rofe and confirmed Mr. Tolfrey’s affertion. As a 
member of that Council at the time alluded to, he had been ins 
cluded in the profecution inftituted againft them in India, for 
their public acts, and upon which they had been convicted and 
fined. That decifion, it was true, was appealed from, and re- 
heard in the Houfe of Lords, when the judgment had been 
reverfed. 

Mr. TWINING thought highly of Mr. Haftings, and that he 
ought to be rewarded; but exceffive reward would rather injure 
than increafe the fame of which he had ever heen fo fond—he 
fhould be for paying the law charges, but was again{ft an annuity, 
which Mr. Haftings might not live, perhaps, long enough tq 
enjoy—it would then devolve to thofe who could not poffibly have 
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any claim upon the Company. He was, therefore, for limiting it 
to the life of that gentleman. Another matter ftruck him, viz, 
the amount of the annuity. In the courfe of the difcuffion in 
May laft, a ftatement of the fortune and circumftances of Mr. 
Haftings was made, and an account given of the amount of Mr. 
Haftings’s annual expences fince his return to England, which, 
according to that report, did not exceed 3,000/, a year. To what 
end, if the annuity was meant with a view to enable Mr. Haftings 
to live comfortably and confonant to his own wifhes, was the annuity 
to exceed 3,000/. a year? . 

Mr. RANDLE JACKSON thought the motion improperly 
framed, and particularly deprecated the idea of calling upon Mr. Pitt 
for his opinion. He contended, that the bufinefs had been impro- 
perly purfued by the eagernefs of Mr. Haftings's friends, and that 
they had occafioned all the difficulties. The motions fhould have 
originated with the Directors, and not from among the Proprie- 
tors; and he thought it might be a dangerous precedent, if a num- 
ber of any gentleman’s friends were to come into that Court, and 
vote away the money of the Proprietors at large. But he did not 
mean to infinuate that the perfonal friends of Mr. Haftings, who 
were in fuch numbers about him, acted from improper motives : 
he believed, on the contrary, that they acted from the beft of all 
feelings, thofe of affection and gratitude; and he felt himfelf par- 
ticularly obliged to bow to the meafures under confideration, as. they 
had been voted by a former Court. ‘The beft way of proceeding 
would be, to apply to Parliament for its authority to pay the 
money out of the funds of the Company ; indeed, it ought to be 
applied to for the purpofe of faving the law charges paid by the 
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public. In that cafe, inftead of afking Mr. Pitt’s concurrence as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the better way would be, to afk his 
— fupport of the motion in the Houfe of Commons. The firft he 
could not grant with propriety, as it may be fuppofed to affect his 
Majefty’s revenue, of which he was the guardian; but the fecond 
he might with great propriety, as a member of Parliament, agree 
to. He (Mr. Jackfon) always thought the Direétors fhould have 
been referred to in the firft inftance, as to the means and extent of 
the reward: he was againft an application to Mr. Pitt on a meafure 
which, if illegal, he muft negative, and if legal, does not want 
his confent. Mr. Jackfon faid, his own opinion inclined to a dif- 
ferent line of conduct from that fuggefted by the refolution, and 
was likely to be more fuccefsful. The Attorney. and Solicitor 
Generals might fairly be fuppofed to fpeak the fentiments not only 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, but of the Commiffioners for 
the affairs of India; at leaft, it was not very likely that they 
fhould a& in oppofition to the opinion of the law officers ‘of the 
crown. Why not, then, take advantage of that opinion, and 
purfue the path it pointed out? Why not, inftead of abandoning 
their privileges; and proftrating themfelves before the minifter, go 
directly to the Commiffioners for India affairs, ‘frame a refolution 
founded upon the opinions of the Attorney and Solicitor Generals, 
and prefent it for their confent and approbation, according to the form 
prefcribed by the conftitution of the Company? That conftitution 
required the Commiffioners to give their opinion in fourteen days, 
otherwife the meafure would be carried into execution /ub filentio; 
or if they put their negative upon it, a conftitutional application 
to Parliament would be juft as open to Mr. Haftings’s friends as at 
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prefent, and could not poffibly be prejudiced by fuch previous pro- 
ceeding. Such line of conduct would be equally candid and cre- 
ditable ; it would in a manly way mark their earneft wifh to reward 
Mr. Haftings for fervices undeniably meritorious and valuable to 
the Company, and would manifeft their refpect to government, and 
their readinefs to conform to that mode of proceeding, which the 
law officers of the crown fuggefted to be fafe, prudent, and prac- 
ticable. Mr. Jackfon profeffed his belief that the Commiffioners 
would confent ; {poke in very handfome terms of the feeling and 
benevolent temper of Mr. Dundas; and faid, that impreffed with 
this idea, he had drawn up an amendment, which he would fub- 
mit to the judgment of the Court, and which was as follows: 

‘¢ Refolved, fecondly, that it is the opinion of this Court, 
‘‘ that the faid law expences may become a charge upon the re- 
‘* venues in India, and be paid with the confent of the Commit- 
‘* fioners for the affairs of India.” 

Mr. Jackfon’s amendment was feconded by 

Mr. HENCHMAN, who faid, that the bufinefs of the day 
was opened with a motion, exprefling their concern that the refo- 
lutions of that Court, in favour of Mr. Haftings, of the ad and 
3d of June Jaft, had not been carried into effe’—for his part, he 
could not help expreffing his concern on another account, viz. that 
fo much time had been fo unneceffarily confumed in ftudied eulo- 

iums on Mr. Haftings—that could not be of any fervice to the 
‘caufe of Mr. Haftings. It was admitted, he might almoft venture 
to fay unanimoufly, that he had great merits, and that he had 
rendered important fervices to the Company ; and there was hardly 
aman in the Court, he believed, that required to hear thofe pane- 
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pyrics to induce him to agree, that thofe fervices ought to be re- 
warded. But he confeffed that he did not exactly concur with the 
motions brought forward by his friend Mr. Alderman Luthington ; 
he faw in them fomething veiled or mafked; there appeared to him 
in the fecond and third of the refolutions a difpofition, though not 
exprefied, to relinquifh the privilege of the Company—fo ftrongly 
contended for at the former Court—the power of indemnifying 
Mr. Haftings, without reference to any other perfons whatever. 
He would afk the honourable Alderman, did he mean to do this, or 
did he not? He faid he muft conclude that he did (Mr..Luthington 
appeared to affent) and he thought he did wifely; but he could 
have wifhed his motion had plainly and fairly expreffed as much, 
for he really thought that the privilege was not worth contending 
for ; he fincerely believed they were better without it, and fo muft 
every proprietor who holds his {tock only for the fair income it will 
produce him; fuch men muft wifh to preclude every fet of Pro- 
prietors from being able to come down to that Court and vote away 
any confiderable part of the funds of the Company without the 
confent of the Board of Controul. Men of that defcription would 
not regret any check upon their expenditure, any additional power 
there was to enforce ceconomy ; and they might, he thought, be 
affured that the Commiffioners for India would never withhold their 
confent to indemnify the injured, or to reward the meritorious. 
Gentlemen who had read the opinions of the Attorney and Soli- 
citor General, muft fee what would be the event of a contention for 
this privilege ; his Majefty’s minifters would, if it were neceflary, 
bring a bill into Parliament to take it from them, and that even be- 


fore they could pay what they had voted as an indemnity to Mr. 
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Haftings for his law expences; and confidering the great ftake 
which the public hold in the affairs of the Eaft India Com. 
pany, he thought they would be well juftified in fo doing; he 
would therefore prefer acceding to the opinions of the At- 
torney and Solicitor General, and pafs a refolution of the tenor 
recommended by his friend Mr. Jackfon. His amendment ex- 
prefily agreed, that the law expences might be a charge upon the 
revenue in India, and made it the requeft of that Court that the 
Commiffioners for the affairs of India would give their confent to 
the payment. He confeffed that he was the more inclined to this 
amendment, becaufe it made their application to his Majefty’s 
minifter fall in its proper place, that is, as one of the Commif- 
fioners who are by law appointed the guardians of the intereft of 
the public in the Company. With all poffible refpect for the 
Chancellor of his Majefty’s Exchequer, he thought it might be a 
bad precedent, and it would be going out of their way to make a 
{eparate application to him on this occafion. It had been truly 
obferved, that he is entrufted with the care of fuperintendance of 
the public purfe, but he did not conceive that the purfe of that - 
Company was the public purfe; nor was the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer known to the Company as an officer of feparate controul 
over them. 

Mr. Henchman thought the motions were precipitated by the 
perfonal friends of Mr. Haftings; and he was particularly un- 
willing to affent to them, as the Court of Directors had given no 
opinion on the fubject. He repeated and urged this fo much, that 

The Deputy CHAIRMAN (Mr. D. Scott) rofe to explain, that 
the matter had never properly come before the Court of Dire¢tors, 
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and therefore they had not had any occafion to give an opinion upon 
it; but, with regard to himfelf, he had fuch a high fenfe of the 
fervices of Mr. Haftings, that it was his opinion his law charges 
ought to be paid by the Company. 

Sir FRANCIS BARING declared himfelf highly fenfible of 
the meritorious fervices of Mr. Haftings, but with regard to the 
refolution then propofed, he had doubts whether it was legal; or 
whether the Board of Controul could fanétion the Direétors in pay- 
ing the expences of Mr. Haftings, fuppofing that legal obftacles 
really exifted. If it were meant to fmooth the path to Parlia- 
ment, and Gentlemen thought that ultimately application muft be 
made to the legiflature for a bill, to remove the difficulty in which 
they found themfelves at prefent involved, he fhould lament exceed- 
ingly, becaufe in the courfe of his experience of the Company’s 
concerns, he never recollected them to have gone to Parliament, 
but the confequence was, they came out of it mutilated, weakened, 
and injured. 

Mr. INGLIS faid, he was perfeétly ready to declare his opinion, 
that the fervices of Mr. Haftings had been in the higheft degree 
meritorious, and that the Company were bound to pay his law ex- 
pences by every principle of gratitude and juftice. Though not 
called upon to {peak his fentiments refpecting the refolution to grant 
the annuity, he faid, he had not the fmalleft difficulty in avowing, 
that confidering the effential advantages the Company had derived 
from the active and able government of India by Mr. Haftings for 
{o many years, the granting him an annuity adequate to the digni- 
fied ftation he had filled in their fervice, and the rank it entitled . 
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him to hold in fociety, was equally for the honour of Mr. Haft- 
ings, and the honour of the Company. 

Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON faid, he accepted Mr. Jackfon’s 
amendment, although he thought, if there was any abandonment 
of the privileges of the Company, thofe privileges were as much 
abandoned and given up by the amendment as by his motion. But 
he perfectly agreed with Mr. Henchman, that if by going to the 
Board of Commiffioners, or the Chancellor of the Exchequer, they 
did relinquifh a privilege of the Company, they did wifely, and 
rclinquifhed a privilege not worth holding. As he was ready to 
adopt the amendment propofed, he trufted that all difficulties would 
now be removed; that if there fhould after all be a neceffity of 
going to Parliament, he would propofe that this Court fhould go 
with a ftrong petition, ftating the long, faithful, and important 
fervices of Mr. Haftings, and laying before Parliament a very 
particular account of the nature of thofe fervices. He declared 
himfelf not to be obftinately wedded to the form of his refolution, 
and perhaps the amendment might be more accommodable, and 
pleafe thofe who might not be contented without interfering, and 
were jealous becaufe they had not a finger in the pye; but he mutt 
repeat, that if his motion could be charged with trenching upon 
the privileges of the Company, the amendment was equally liable 
to the fame imputation. 

Mr. IMPEY (fon of Sir Elijah) followed witha long and warm 
encomium on Mr. Haftings, at the length and expences of whofe 
trial he expreffed much regret. He was againft altering, and 
ftrenuous for enforcing the original motion. As to the further 
meafures that might be propofed to enforce their refolutions, it 
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‘{eemed that the Court had their choice of two only, either applying 
to the Board ef Controul, under the a@& of 1793, or applying to 
Parliament to enable them to do what they deemed fo juft and 
equitable. He did not object to the former mode; at the fame time 
he could not avoid exprefling his apprchenfion, after what had paffed, 
that they fhould finally be reduced to an application to Parliament. 
Of the expediency of fuch an application he would not anticipate the 
difcuffion ; but he could not help remarking a feeming inconfiftency 
in what fell from Mr. Jackfon on a former occafion, and what he 
had urged in the courfe of the prefent debate. When the matter 
was laft agitated, he was as ftrenuous in advifing an application to 
Parliament, as he was that day in deprecating it. 

Mr. Impey faid, if Parliament muft finally .be applied to, he 
rejoiced that the firft application was made there; for he could 
not conceive that they had, in any degree, difgraced themfelves by 
attempting to do an act of juftice, to which they had proved incom- 
petent; and now no member of the legiflature could turn Mr. 
Haftings round and fay, ‘* Go to the Eaft India Company, they 
‘* have profited by your adminiftration, and the acts for which 
** you have been tried; let them indemnify you.” The queftion 
of indemnity or no indemnity muft be fairly met; and he could 
{carcely perfuade himfelf that, at fuch a period as this, either the 
minifter or the legiflature would choofe to hold it out to the world, 
that fuch a trial without an indemnity was the natural and genuine 
fruit of the Britifh conftitution. 

There was only one topic more on which he withed to trouble 
the Court, and which furnifhed, in his opinion, one of the ftrongeft 
motives to the zealous enforcement of their refolutions ; he meant 
the actual ftate of Mrs. Haftings’s pecuniary affairs, as it was 
; Ppp . lately 
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Tately communicated to their honourable Chairman, under the mof€ 
folemn fan@tion.—The accufer of Mr. Haftings made no {cruple of 
declaring that he was.convinced, upon evidence perfectly fatisfac- 
tory to his mind,. he could not be worth Jefs than three mil- 
lions fterling ; and Mr. Impey faid, he had frequently heard cal- 
culations made by thofe who fpeculate idly upon the affairs of others, 
that his annual expences fince his arrival in England, could not be 
lefs than 10,000/. Yet, upon infpection, they faw how widely 
thefe accounts differed from the truth ;. they faw that he had been 
fo ftrictly, and he muft fay to him furprifingly attentive to cecono- 
my, that his annual expences in this country had not exceeded, 
upon an average, 3,500/. and fo far from poffeffing three millions, 
- that he had been compelled to. recur. to private credit. for his. fup- 
port; nay, even this refource would probably have been unequal 
even to his difburfements, had he not been aflifted by the noble 
and difinterefted generofity of thofe gentlemen in India (whofe 
names, he hoped, for the. intereft. of virtue,, would. not be with- 
held from the public) who were attentive to fupply him with 
the means of a comfortable fubfiftence, while his enemies were 
ftraining every nerve to deprive him of it. | 

The character of Mr. Haftings, Mr. Impcy. obferved, was too 
well known for any man to fufpect him from fhrinking from per- 
fonal difficulty or. fuffering ;. that he had exhibited himfelf to the 
world, during the courfe of a life befet with difficulties, and more 
efpecially during his late trial, 


As one in fuffering all, who fuffers. nothing ;. 
A man, who Fortune’s buffets and rewards. , 
Has ta’en with equal thanks, 
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Yet this man, to whom they owed all they poffeffed ; a man unufed 
to fue, and who, he would be bold to fay, would not be induced by 
any motive merely perfonal to himfelf, to fue for any thing; this 
man now fupplicated them to difcharge, on the {core of generofity, 
that debt which they confeffed to be due to him in juftice: it was 
not for himfelf he fupplicated; it was not to avoid diftrefs and 
penury in his latter days, but to avoid the bitter refle@tion, that his 
friends, his faithful and affectionate friends, had been partakers in 
his ruin, 

Mr. Impey concluded with faying, that when he took this view of 
the fubject, he could not, for an inftant, entertain fo mean an opinion 
of the members of that honourable Court, he could not believe them 
fo regardlefs of their duty, their intereft, and their honour, that 
they could turn their eyes to thofe rich and flourifhing provinces, in 
which, in their public votes, they acknowledge to owe their wealth 
and profperity to Mr. Haftings ; which, in their public votes, they 
acknowledge to have been preferved by him from the utmoft in- 
evitable perdition ; that they could fee the revenues of thofe pro- 
vinces, the fruits of Mr. Haftings’s labours, flowing in full {treams 
into their treafury, and replenifhing the exhaufted refources of 
Britain; and that they could afterwards bear -to contemplate the 
man by whom ali thefe benefits have been poured upon them, 
pining in want, or driven perhaps into exile from his ungrateful 
country. He faid, their intereft called upon them as loudly as 
their honour, to exert their utmoft endeavours for the enforcement 
of their refolutions; for, if they fhould prove ineffective from 
their liftleffnefs, and any unforefeen emergency fhould hereafter 
arife, calling for fimilar zeal, abilities, and exertions, to thofe of 
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Mr. Haftings, to fave their foreign poffeffions from impending: 
deftruction, who would wonder if all zeal were extinguifhed, alf 
exertions paralized, by the recollection of fuch ingratitude ? If 
fuch an emergency fhould arife, and they fhould owe their ruin to 
the treachery of their fervants in India, who could blame thofe 
unjuft ftewards who made themfelves friends of the mammon of 
unrighteoufnefs, when the reward of faithful fervices. had been 
impeachment and confifcation ? 

But, Mr. Impey faid, he fhould. raife his mind to better hopes:; 
and trufted their empire in the caft would long be fecured to them 
by their wife munificence to him who had already preferved it 
and it would long remain happy, rich, and flourifhing, by their 
wife munificence to. him to whom it owed its preient wealth, 
happinefs, and profperity. 

Major SCOTT faid, hc would only detain the Court to fay a 
word in confequence of what had fallen from two honourable 
Gentlemen, as to the legal expences incurred by Mr. Haftings.. 
The Gentleman who fpoke laft, after ftating very forcibly the op- 
preffion which any individual muft fuffer who. had been feven 
years on his trial, had concluded, that the enormous expences in- 
curred by Mr. Haftings was owing to. the duration of the trial. 
This he could affure the learned Gentleman was not the cafe; he 
then held all the accounts in his hands; he brought them to the. 
Court that they might be infpected,. if any Gentleman had the 
curiofity to look at them. The fact was, that however oppreffive: 
the continuation of the trial year after year might have been to Mr. 
Haftings, the expence was not occafioned by that circumftance, 
but by the magnitude of the accufation. Jet any Gentleman read 
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the articles of impeachment, and he would fee that they embraced 
every Important act which occurred in the government of an im- 
menfe empire for thirteen years. Where the Managers would begin, 
how much of the immenfe matter forming the articles they would: 
infift upon as criminal, or how much they would abandon, could 
neither be known by Mr. Haftings nor his counfel.. They were to: 
be ready to repel the attack in every point ; confequently a very 
great expence indeed was occurred before the trial began ; and had it 
fuited the Commons and the Lords, or if the ftrength of the 
human mind and body could have enabled them to: have fat onc 
hundred and forty-eight days (the number of days employed on 
the trial) in a fingle feffion, the expence to Mr. Haftings would have 
been the fame. When acts by which the Company and the nation 
had reaped fuch important advantages were brought forth as crimes, 
though acknowledged by that Court to be meritorious, Mr. Hatt- 
ings and his counfel were bound to-defend them; and he was con- 
fident, that when gentlemen weighed fairly the volumes of accufa- 
tion to which he had to reply, they would applaud the zcal and 
ability which had been difplayed by his counfel and folicitors, and 

every idea of the charges being enormous would be done away. 
Mr. R. JACKSON rofe to reply to the charges of inconfiftency 
imputed to him by Mr. Impey; who accufed him of having 
earneftly cautioncd the Proprictors at a former Court againft going 
to Parliament, on account of the difficulty and danger. of getting a 
bill through the two Houfes, without having fome claufe or other 
injurious to the Company’s interefts faftened. upon or introduced 
into it ; whereas he had that day talked of reforting to Parliament, 
as the only effectual: means of curing the difficulty and removing 
4. the 
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the dilemma in which the bufinefs was involved; and had recome 
mended his amendment on the ground of its being likely to render 
the application practicable, and to fecure the end they all had in 
view. Mr. Jackfon faid, it was true fuch had been his condudt, 
but he utterly denied that it in any degree warranted the imputation 
of inconfiftency. He had deprecated the going to Parliament in 
the firft inftance, becaufe he thought it highly impolitic and unwife, 
and always to be avoided, when it could be done without, concur- 
ring, as he did completely with Sir Francis Baring, that the Com- 
pany fcarcely ever went into Parliament without coming out of it 
mutilated and injured. But as all his earneft endeavours at a 
former Court to recommend a different mode of procecding had 
proved of no avail, and thinking that the bufinefs ought to have 
originated with the Directors, as well as that all the difficulty they 
now experience would in that cafe have been avoided, the pro- 
ceeding was wholly changed, and he felt it incumbent on him to 
recommend, in cafe the Commiffioners for the affairs of India fhould 
refufe their confent, what he had in the firft inftance deprecated, 
becaufe he confidered an application to Parliament as the only con- 
flitutional way left, by which the Company could hope effectually 
to extricate themfelves, and be able to accomplifh what the ballot 
had determined to be the with of the Proprietors, viz. to reward . 
Mr. Haftings for his long and meritorious fervices.—Mr. Jackfon 
next proceeded to notice the manner in which Mr. Lufhington had 
been pleafed to fignify his acceptance of his amendment, and who 
had charged it with furrendering the privileges of the Company. 
Did it ? Difgrace then (added Mr. Jackfon) be upon the man who 
dared to infult the Court with bringing forward an amendment 

liable 
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Hable to fo grofs an imputation! He ought to be branded with in- 
famy for having prefumced to propofe it, if fuch were its character ; 
and could any fuch imputation be fupported, he would hide his 
head with fhame, and own a confcioufnefs, that he ought never to 
take the liberty of calling for attention in that place again. It was 
clear that Mr. Lufhington thought *his amendment merited con- 
tempt, or he never would have treated it with fuch language as to 
fay, the acceptance of it might accommodate thofe who wifhed to 
have a finger in the pye. If his having propofed an amendment 
was thought to have originated in any officious wifh on his part to 
meddle or interfere in the motions of the day, and that it did not 
{pring folely from an anxious defire to prevent the Court from 
adopting a meafure at once difgraceful to the fpirit of the Com- 
pany, and highly injurious to its interefts, by unneceffarily fur- 
rendering its privileges, it ought to be rejected, and rejected with 
indignation. He difdained the acceptance of his. amendment on 
any terms fhort of thofe of an admiffion of its honour and advantage 
to the Court, and the Proprictors in general. Sure he was, that the 
original motion laid the privileges of the Company at the feet of the 
minifter, without any occafion to warrant fo dangerous a meafure. 
Equally fure he felt himfelf, that his amendment did no fuch thing; 
it gave up no privilege, it relinquifhed no right. It only tended to 
conciliate thofe, who being adverfe might render an application to 
Parliament of no avail, and whofe countenance might enfure fuc- 
cefs.—Mr. Jackfon concluded a moft animated f{peech with further 
arguments in maintenance and fupport of his affertion, that the 
amendment he had propofed did not in any degree trench upon 
the privileges of the Company. 

Mr. 
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Mr. IMPEY, in explanation, obferved, that he only meant to 
fay, that Mr. Jackfon had in the former debate earneftly cautioned the 
Court againft applying to Parliament, and that he had that day re- 
commended an application to Parliament, but had certainly afligned 
a ftrong and fufficient reafon for altering his opinion, viz. that the 
circumftances of the cafe had confiderably changed fince the fubje& 
had been firft agitated in that Court. 

Sir FRANCIS BARING rofe again, he faid, to exprefs his opi- 
nion, that if the motion paffed with the propofed amendment, it 
would be neceffary for the Directors to take further legal advice. 
He did not fee how the cofts of Mr. Haftings incurred by his de- 
fence againft the articles of impeachment tried in Weftminfter Hall, 
could be rendered payable out of the revenues of Bengal. ‘The ex- 
pence clearly originated in England, where then was the propriety of 
paying them in India ? 

Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON faid, what had fallen from Mr. 
Jackfon rendered fome reply from himfelf neceffary. He did affure 
that Gentleman he meant not to treat his amendment with the {malleft 
difrefpect, much lefs to give occafion for fuch an indignant animad- 
verfion as he had thought it neceffary to deliver. His motion had 
been charged with a breach and violation of the privileges of the 
Company, but confcious as he was, that it was no more liable te 
fuch an imputation than the propofed amendment, he had defended 
it on that ground. With regard to any opprobrious terms that he 
had applied to the amendment, he was not confcious that he had 
_ ufed any. For want of a better phrafe at the moment, he had faid 
that the amendment might accommodate thofe who might wifh to 
have a finger in the pye. The phrafe might be familiar and-cven 
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inelegant, but he could not confider it as offenfive, nor had he ex- 
pected that it would be fo taken. In fact, he had no idea of aim- 
ing it at the Gentleman who propofed the amendment, but looked 
ftill higher, namely, at the Board of Commiffioners for India, who 
might think their opinions were flighted, if, by fome means or 
other, they were not made parties in the proceeding. Had a hap- 
pier and lefs obje¢tionable phrafe prefented itfelf to his imagination, 
he certainly would have chofen it in preference. With regard to the 
amendment, he adopted it cordially, becaufe it appeared to him to 
be much more likely to render the folution of their difficulty practi- 
cable and eafy. 
The motion was then fettled by Alderman Lufhington, Mr. Jack- 

fon, and the Company’s counfel (Mr. Rous) and agreed to. 

The following was alfo framcd, put, and voted. 

Refolved, ‘* That the Chairman, and Deputy Chairman, be re- 
‘ quefted to wait upon the right honourable the Commiffioners for 
‘ the affairs of India, and to exprefs the earneft wifh of this Court, 
‘* that they will be pleafed to concur in the payment of the law ex- 


‘ pences of Mr, Hattings, and in granting an annuity to him agree- 


*® 


‘« ably to the refolucion of this Court.” 

It having been underf{tood between the Proprietors and the Gen- 
tlemen behind the bar, that a Court fhould be called as foon as they 
received an anfwer from the Board of Controul, the Court adjourned. 


Qqq GENERAL: 
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GENERAL COURT. 
[Made /pecsal at the requifition of nine Proprietors. } 


| Wednefday, December 16, 1795. 


Mr. HENCHMAN faid, he wifhed to put a queftion to the 
Chairman on a fubject which had very materially interefted the Pro- 
prietors in general. He defired to know what had paffed relative to 
the refolutions of the General Court, held on the 14th of October, 
relative to Warren Haftings, Efq. fince that Court. 

The CHAIRMAN expreffed his readinefs to fatisfy the Court, 
if it was their fenfe that he fhould ftate the proceedings that had 
fince taken place. 

This being fignified to be the general wifh of the Court, unlefs. 
there were fecret rcafons on the part of the Chairman to preferve 
filence; and the Chairman having declared there was no occafion for 
fecrecy, he ftated, that in purfuance of the rcfolutions. of the Court 
held the 14th of Odtober, he had, accompanied by the Deputy 
Chairman, attended the Board of Commiffioners for the affairs of 
India, a few days afterwards, for the purpofe of communicating the 
refolutions of the General Court, foearneftly expreffing their wifhes 
for the payment of the law expences of Mr. Haftings, and the grant 
of the annuity ; that he had fince received a letter from Mr. Haft- 
ings on the fubject, dated the 20th of October; and that the Court 
of Directors had come to a refolution upon it, both of which were 
ready to be laid before the Court, and after they had been read, he 

would 
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would ftate what had paffed fince between the Board of Commiffioners 
and himfelf. 


The letter was read accordingly, and was as follows: 


To the Honourable Court of Direétors for the Affairs of the Honoura- 
ble United Company of Merchants of Fngland trading to the Eaft 
Indies. 

Park Lane, November 20, 1795. 
Honourable Sirs, 

IT is with great reluctance that I offer to trouble your Honour- 
able Court with my own perfonal concerns, which, I learn with 
regret, have already engaged too much of your valuable time. But 
I hope I fhall ftand excufed, if it {hall appear that the matter which 
I have now the honour to lay before you, has for its object and ten- 
dency the removal of a part of any difficulties of which T have been 
the fubject, not the augmentation of them. 

Of the caufes which have hitherto obftructed the execution of the 
refolutions paffed by the General Court of Proprictors on the 2d and 
3d of June laft, Tam yet ignorant; of one only excepted; for the 
knowledge of which I am indebted to the provident care and candour 
of your worthy and refpectable Chairman, namely, the belief enter- 
tained by perfons of high rank and honour, that the {tate of my for 
tune was not fuch as to require that the intended provifion fhould 
be made for it. This confideration, as applied to the increafe of a 
fortune already enormous, would have been a valid objection, but 
not as I prefume to my indemnification for expences incurred by no 
fault of mine, but by my defence not more of my own than of the 
natienal honour ; for the fame guilt, if it had been eftablifhed, would 
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_ have equally attached to the receipt and poffeffion of ill-acquired pro- 
perty, as to the means by which it was obtained. It was not then, 
however, the time to make the diftinétion ; and I anfwered the'refe- 
rence made to me by your Chairman, by a full expofition of the ftate 
of my fortune and debts, fhewing, that the latter greatly exceeded 
any amount which I could reafonably hope to realize by the difpofal 
of the former ; affirming it by the pledge of honour, which he re- 
quired for its authentication, and by a voluntary appeal of the moft 
facred nature for the truth with which it was delivered. 

My anfwer has been laid before your Honourable Court, and pub- 
lifhed for the information of the Court of Proprietors, agreeably to 
my requeft ; for which I beg leave to offer my warmeft acknow- 
ledgments. 

If the little effet which this declaration had produced could be 
conftrued as an indication of the general opinion, I might be fufhi- 
ciently mortified by fuch an implication of the charge of falfehood and 
perjury, added to that of corruption and venality, implied in the 
firft imputation. But, againft fuchaconclufion, I am defended by 
affurances and teftimonies which force their credit upon me, that the 
minds of the public in general (I need not include thofe of my re- 
{pectable conftituents) are decidedly favourable to me on this as well 
as on other parts of my character. Neverthelcfs, as I have fubmitted 
to this teft, and it has failed in its refult, I wave my. claim, to.every 
benefit of it; and ftill referring myfelf to your penerofity, and that 
of my employers, but ona very different ground, I fhall limit the 
application, which I have now the honour to make to your Ho- 
naurable Court, to the fimple plea of right.. 


Lave 
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] have acknowledged, in terms infinitely fhort of the gratitude 
which I fecl, my obligations to the great body of the Company, 
my employers, for their generous affumption of the debt due to me 
for the ruinous expences which have attended my impeachment, and 
for the liberal reward which they were pleafed to affign me, by their. 
fubfequent refolution, for my fervices. By this laft act alone, all the 
hopes which have animated me in a long, arduous, and laboured 
fervice, have been abundantly confummatcd. I have reccived by it 
from them all that they could beftow, by this declaration-of their. 
fenfe of my deferts. Of this poffeffion no power on carth can de- 
prive me; nor is it poffible to rate it higher than I do in that con- 
ftruction of it. More I defire not. The law has placed the power 
of confirming or rejecting the fubftantial effect of this grant in the 
right honourable the Commiffioners for the affairs in India. It 
would be prefumption in me to fay, that I am ready to give up my 
right to that, which thofe, who may think differently of my pre- 
tenfions from the Eaft India Company, may never have had it in 
their contemplation to allot to me: but excluding it wholly frony 
my own, I may allowably, and do confine my prefent application. 
to a point which is effentially different, the full payment of the le-. 
gal expences of my trial. To that, and to that alone, I beg leave. 
moft earneftly to folicit your attention and interferenee. 

In my defence again{t a voluminous feries of accufations, making? 
up the charge of impeachment again{t me for the various acts, and 
even fervices, of my adminiftration of the affairs of the Eaft India 
Company in Bengal, I have neceffarHy incurred an expence. which 
has {wallowed up the worth of: my whole fubftance, and involved 
me confiderably:in debt. All that I require is, that, as my acquit+ 

tal 
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tal (the only inftance of the kind in the annals of this kingdom) has 
proved my innocence, I may be indemnified from the confequences 
of the charge. 

In the printed paper mentioned in my correfpondence with Sir 
Stephen Lufhington, theamount of my legal expences was ftated at 
71,080/, I did not forefee, at the time that this was drawn up, the 
ufe that was afterwards made of it, or it is probable that I fhould 
have endeavoured to render it more accurate ; for on a fubfequent ex- 
amination of it I have found it to be deficient in more than 4000/. and 
at this time, by the growing intereft upon it, the amount has {welled 
to fomething more than 76,000/. 

Whenever your Honourable Court fhall be pleafed to require it, I 
will lay before you the original accounts of my folicitors, containing 
all the particulars of my expences, no part thereof having been laid 
out by myfelf. 

Befides thefe, I have been put to other incidental but unavoidable 
expences, which were occafioned folely by my profecution, and 
which I have unjuftly fuftained, if I was unjuftly accufed. Yet I 
am told that, as thefe are not fuch charges as the law would allow to 
pafs under the head of legal cofts, I cannot properly lay claim to a 
repayment of them. If fuch is the law or the ufage, I fubmit to 
bear thelofs. Yet I muft think, andI repeat it, that if I was inno- 
cent of the crimes which were laid tomy charge, I ought not to be a 
fufferer by any neceffary confequence of that charge; nor is the lofs 
which I have fuftained on this account trifling, having amounted all 
together to more than 22,000/. 

I beg leave, Honourable Sirs, to obviate one mifconftruction of 
what I have advanced on the fubjeét of my expences, by difclaiming 

any 
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any right of charging them to your account, or to that of the Com- 
pany. You did not impeach me. You impofed no neceffity of in- 
curring heavy expences upon me. Onthe contrary, I gratefully ac- 
knowledge that, in one inftance, you have relieved me from a very 
heavy charge, which would elfe have attended my profecution, in 
the liberal allowance which you were pleafed to grant me of copies 
of all official documents which I might want for my defence, ex- 
tracted from the Company’s records. Much lefs can, I a my ob- 
ligations to your Honourable Court, for they Wes Y cffeual aid, 
which my defence received from the unanimous thanks which you 
were pleafed to beftow upon me immediately after my return from 
India. This fanction ftamped on my fervices, I with pride and 
pleafure exhibited as an important evidence in my defence in Weft- 
minfter Hall, and thereby implicated your credit in my acquittal. 
Yet it is only through the channel of your Court, or (as it has been. 
generoufly opened to me) through that of the Company at large, 
that I can affert my claim to anindemnification. Iforbear, through 
refpect (perhaps my ignorance were a better plea) to fay to whom I 
can charge it. Yet on whomfoever the charge as an obligation may. 
lie, Iam moft affuredly entitled to it fomewhere. This is a right 
which (as I humbly conceive) does not depend on the variable con- 
ftruction of any written ftatute, but on the immutable principles of 
juftice. I will not trouble you with a detail of arguments in fup-_ 
port of it: thefe may be fummed up in a very few.words, As my 
acquittal has proved my innocence, ought not, in juftice, to fuffer 
by the confequence of my impeachment. As the articles of that im- 
peachment related almoft wholly toacts, by which large profits have 
accrued to the public, without any blame attached to them, I might. 
claim . 
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claim fomething more than indemnity. But all the return that I 
demand for them is, that I may not be punifhed for having per- 
formed them. Of other fervices I fpeak not: they do not apper- 
tain to this fubjedt. 

As my claim isat this time before your Honourable Court, I hope 
I fhall not be deemed too intrufive in this expofition of the grounds 
on which I prefumeto build it. Asan old fervant of the Company, 
to whofe fervice all that I ever poffeffed of active life has been wholly 
devoted, I hope I may allowably plead for a larger indulgence, and 
to throw myfclf upon your protection, and to requeft that you will 
have the goodnefs to intereft yourfelves in my behalf, in whatever 
way your wifdom may direct, fo that I may obiain the redrefs which 
Ifolicit. I would not be importunate ; and 1am fure it is as foreign 
from my defire, as it is from my interett, to urge any thing that 
may offend: but if it can be, I pray you to obtain for me a deli- 
verance at leaft from my prefent ftate of fufpence: that in any event 
I may take fuch means as may be yet in my power to extricate my- 
felf from the daily augmentation of my perfonal difficulties ; and that 
I may be juft to others, whatever meafure may be dealt to me. 

I have the honour to be, 
With the greateft refpedct, 
~ Honourable Sirs, 
Your moft obedient, 
And moft faithful fervant, 
WARREN HASTINGS. 


P. S. I hope, Honourable Sirs, that nothing which I have faid, 
as to the nature of the accufation, or the event of my trial, will be 
conftrued 
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conitrued into a reflection upon the Honourable Body which infti- 
tuted the proceeding. Complaints of grievances always {ecm to im- 
ply accufations. My complaint is not of men, but of caufes, which 
have operated with a different, but irrefiftible force on all men con- 
cerned init. Many of your Honourable Court were members of 
the laft Houfe of Commons; you muft, therefore, well recollect, 
that not only in that Houfe, but in Weftminfter Hall, it was re- 
peatedly afferted, that this was lefs my trial than that of the Eaft 
India Company and the Britith nation, whofe juftice and honour were 
equally involved in it. It became unavoidable from the reiterated 
allegations, which, for years preceding, had been made and cre- 
dited, of abufes and oppreffions exercifed by the governments of In- 
dia. It was inftituted for the exprefs purpofe of rectifying thofe 
abufes in one event of it, or of proving that they never had exiftence. 
My acquittal has proved that they did not exift. It has retrieved the 
honour of Great Britain. It has confirmed the right of the Company, 
and of the nation, to thofe advantages which were at all times ad- 
mitted to have been obtained by my meafures; and it has demon. 
ftrated beyond all argument the purity of that great affembly, which 
could refolve to hazard fuch a facrifice of the national wealth and 
{trength, in which they themfelves had fo near a concern, to the fu- 
perior calls of national juftice. 


WARREN HASTINGS. 


wt a Court of Directors held on Wednefday the 2d of December 1795. 


A LETTER from Warren Haftings, Efq. dated the 20th of No- 


vember laft, and read in Court the fame day, was now read, 
| Rrr The 
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‘The following particulars were alfo read, viz. 

The General Court minutes of the 7th of November, 1783; 

The 41/t paragraph of the general letter to Bengal, dated the 9th 
of December, 1784; 

Minutes of this Court of the 28th of June, 1785, and the Ge- 
neral Court minutes of the ad of Junc and 14thof October, 1795. 

The following motion was made, viz. 

‘© The Court of Directors having taken into their confideration 
«¢ the letter from Warren Haftings, Efq. dated the 20th of Novem- 
‘¢ ber, wherein he urges the Court for a fpeedy determination and 
“¢ rermburfement of the expences which he has incurred in his de- 


‘* fence at the bar of the Houfe of Lords, on the feveral charges im- 


“ 


‘ puted to him, relative to the adminiftration of the affairs of the 
‘© Company in India under his government, of which charges he 
*¢ has been honourably acquitted ; 

‘¢ The Court are decidedly of opinion, that Mr. Haftings ought 
‘© to be reimburfed by the Company for the whole amount of the 
‘* law charges incurred by him in his defence, on every principle of 
“ equity and juftice. 

‘¢ But as the General Court have exprefled their opinion, that 
‘«¢ the law expences may become a charge upon the revenues in In- 
‘“« dia, and be paid with the confent of the Commiffioners for the 
‘* affairs of India, directing at the fame time, that the Chairman 
‘© and Deputy Chairman do wait on the Commiffioners for the af- 
‘* fairs of India fur that purpofe ; 

** Refolved, that the Chairman and Deputy Chairman be re- 
** quefted to wait on the right honourable the Commiffioners for the 
‘© affairs of India, and to reprefent the earneft defire of this Court, 
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** that they may be enabled to carry the intention of their confti- 
** tuents into cffect.’” 

And the queftion on the faid motion being put by the ballot, the 
fame paffed in the affirmative. 

Thefe papers having been diftinétly rcad, the Chairman pro- 
ceeded to ftate further, that he had fince reccived a letter from the 
Prefident of the Board, defiring to fec him at that Board, that he had 
attended accordingly, and that the right honourable Prefident had in- 
formed him that the Board had not beén unmindful of the fubjedt, 
but that the r,clutions involved many weighty confidcrations which 
required furthcr time for deliberation; that he had on Saturday laft 
feen that right honourable Gentleman, and expreffed a with to know 
the decifion of the Board, fs to be able to lay it before the General 
Court that day; that the right honourable Prefident had faid, he 
would call a Board either on Mionday or Tuefday for the purpofe, 
and would communicate their fentiments to him forthwith; the fad, 
however, the Chairman faid, was, that he had not received any 


miffage on the fubject, and was without’a letter to produce. 





eo 


GENERAL COURT. 
Wednefday, February 3. 


Lord KINNAIRD expreffed how much gratification it would 
afford a number of refpectable Proprietors, to be informed of the 


fentiments of the Board on the motions lately pafled in his favour. 
Rrra A letter 
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A letter from the Board was read, dated the 13th of January, 
1796, which went on both points as to annuity and reimburfement 
of legal expences, DECIDEDLY IN THE NEGATIVE. 

The CHAIRMAN ftated, that feeling for the fituation of Mr. 
Haftings he had had frequent interviews with the Board fince the 
receipt of that letter, and that even that morning he had feen Mr, 
Dundas, who had expreffed in the handfomeft terms the high opi- 
nion he entertained of the conftituent and executive body ; he, Mr. _ 
Dundas, for his own part, was inclined to relieve Mr. Hattings, 
and would confult his colleagues upon the fubject ;«the Chairman 
had no doubt but fomething would be done, but what fhape it would 
take he was not prepared to explain. 


GENERAL COURT, 
Wednefday, February 17. 


AFTER the queftion on the Directors’ report on the fubject of 
fhipping was finifhed, Lord KINNAIRD rofe, and faid he wifhed 
to detain the Proprietors for a few moments while he afked the Chair- 
_man, if the hopes which he had given the Court.at their laft meet-. 
ing were likely to be foon realifed, and if Mr. Haftings had a near 
profpect of being relieved from his embarraffments. 

The CHAIRMAN faid, the point in queftion was not fettled ; 
but he had the pleafure to inform the Court, that it was in a very 
fair train; and, if the Court and Mr. Haftings would wait a very 

little. 
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little time, he trufted that every thing would be concluded to their 
fatisfaction. 

Mr. Alderman LUSHINGTON then rofc, and faid that the de- 
claration from the Chair had given him very great pleafure. That, 
fenfible as he was, in common with the Proprietors, of the many 
eminent fervices rendered to the Eaft India Company by Mr. Hatft- 
ings, he could not without extreme pain reflect upon the prefent 
{tate of that Gentleman’s affairs, which, both from fentiments of 
juftice and gratitude. they were bound, by every means in their 
power, to relieve. That, though he had the firmeft reliance on the 
zeal of the Court of Dire¢tors in the caufe, and particularly of the 
two honourable Chairmen, who were in more immcdiate habits of 
communication with the right honourable Gentleman who prefided 
at the India Board; yet, as fo full a court was now affembled, he 
did conceive the fentiments of fuch a Court might ferve to add force 
and ftrength to the applications which might be made from behind 
the bar. Without further preface, therefore, he would make a 
motion, which was in fubftance, ‘‘ to acknowledge the high fenfe 
‘¢ the Court entertained of the important fervices of Mr. Haftings, 
‘¢ the title he had to expect relief from the Company, and earneftly 
‘6 to prefs that relief might be fpeedily granted to him.” Half a 
dozen gentlemen rofe on the inftant to fecond this motion. 

On the queftion being put, it paffed unanimoufly. 


*Rrr GENERAL ~ 
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GENERAL COURT. 


Wednefday, March 2. 
THE Chairman, Sir Stephen Lufhington, faid, he was happy 


to announce that a refolution of the Court of Directors, granting 
an ANNUITY to Mr. Hastincs of 4,000/. for the period of 
. TWENTY-EIGHT YEARS AND A HALF, to commence from June 
24, 1785, and payable for that period to his heirs and executors, 
had been CONFIRMED by the Right Honourable the Board of 


Commiffioners for the affairs of India. 


_ The Chairman having inclofed the refolution to Mr. Haftings, 
he wrote the following reply : 


Jo Sir STEPHEN L.uSHINGTON, Bara, 


SIR, Park Lane, March «, 1796. 

I HAVE had the honour to receive your letter of yefterday’s datc, 
with the copy inclofed of a refolution of the Honourable Court of 
Directors of the 26th ult. for granting me an annuity of 4,000/. 
for the period of twenty-eight years and a half, commencing from 
the 24th of June, 1785; and of the concurrence of the Right 
Honourable the Board of Commiffioners for the affairs of India. 

I accept with the deepeft fenfe of obligation this new inftance of 
the benevolence c{ the Honourable Court, and requeft that you will 
do me the favour i: convey to them my moft grateful thanks for it. 
At the fame time £.thankfully acknowledge the receipt of the firft 


portion 
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portion of the annuity: and, with refpeé to the remainder, I hope, 
I fhall not be thought to trefpafs upon their goodnefs, if I beg 
leave to reprefent to them, that the ftate of my prefent circum- 
ftances is fuch as muft compel mc to anticipate all the future pay- 
ments of it, to difcharge the heavy debts in which I am involved, 
and with the nature and extent of which they are already in a great 
degree, but not wholly, acquainted: that F fhould be forry to 
depreciate their bounty, and certainly not willing to facrifice any 
part of its fubftantial value, which muft inevitably be the cafe in 
any difpofition which EF could make of it: and that, therefore, I 
fhall efteem it a confiderable addition to the obligation already con- 
ferred upon me, if they will have the goodnefs to tranfmute the 
whole, or part of it, to fuch a fum in ready money as they may 
deem equivalent, effectually to relieve me from my embarraffments. 

I fhould not venture to afk this further indulgence, did I not con- 
ceive myfelf in fome degree warranted by the terms and fpecified 
purpofe of the letter which I had the honour to receive from you, 
dated the 17th of September laft, and by my anfwer of the 22d of 
the fame month. 

I make this reference, not as a ground of claim, but excufe; and 
to fhew, that it is not fo much a new favour which I folicit as the 
completion of what 1 conceive to have been the intention of the paft. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 
WARREN HASTINGS. 


After the receipt of the preceding letter the Directors. were further 
pleafed to vote, that they would lend Mr. Haftings the fum of 


50,000]. without intereft, for eighteen years. 
*Rrr2 CON- 
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CONGRATULATORY LETTERS. 


THE news of the acquittal of Mr. Haftings arrived in Calcutta, 
by the Lord Thurlow Indiaman, in the month of September, 1795, 
and was received with univerfal pleafure. 

A meeting of the Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta was convened on 
the 19th of September, and the following congratulatory addrefs 
‘was unanimoully agreed to, and figned by three hundred and twenty- 
fix of the principal Britifh inhabitants in Calcutta. 


STR, 

THE inhabitants of this fettlement, on your departure for Eu- 
rope, having in the ftrongeft terms expreffed their fenfe both of 
your public adminiftration and private conduct, during the long 
period in which you prefided in India, we feel it no lefs incumbent 
on us now to offer to you our warmeit congratulations on: your 
acquittal of all the’ charges that were preferred again{ft you in 
England. | 

We cannot. but admire, Sir, the patience, fortitude, and refig- 
nation, with which you have borne a trial unexampled in its length, 
and a fcrutiny into character, motives, and actions, the moft ftrict 
and minute that ever was inftituted. But, upheld by confcious 
innocence, you have given an example of . your reliance on the 
juftice of your caufe, which, we doubt not, will carry conviction 

to 


( 497 ) 


to the world and pofterity, equal to the verdict of the illuftrious 
tribunal before which you have appeared. 

An acquittal, under fuch circumftances, we muft confider as 
honourable in the higheft degree to yourfelf, as well as-demon- 
{trative of the impartial juftice of our country. It is alfo pecu- 
liarly gratifying to us, as it confirms, and, if it were poffible, it 
would ftrengthen, thofe fentiments which we never ceafed to 
entertain of you. . 

Permit us to add, Sir, our cordial wifhes, that your remaining 
years may be many, and accompanied by a felicity that may com- 
penfate for the lofs of thofe benefits and comforts of which you 
have been fo long deprived. 


- The following congratulatory letters were alfo tranfmitted by the 
feveral divifions of the Bengal army, and prefented to Mr. Haftings 
by the underfigned officers. 


To WaRREN HastTinGs, E/7. 
SIR, / 

WE have been honoured by the felection of our brother officers in 
India to be the medium of offering to you their congratulations on 
the honourable iffue of the moft extenfive and rigorous examination 
ever inftituted into the conduc& of one man ; and we feel particularly 
happy in having this opportunity afforded us of adding our own 


congratulations to this anticipation of the judgment of pofterity from 
I ; thofe 
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thofe who had the neareft means of obferving your meafures, and of 
eftimating their wifdom by their effects. 
We have the honour to be, 
With the greateft efteem and refpect, 
Srr, | 
Your moft obedient humble Servants, 
RICHARD SCOTT, 
JAMES BURNETT, 
JOHN ASHWORTH, 
JOHN SALMOND. 
London, 
March 30, 1796. 


To WARREN Hastinecs, EL/q. late Governor General of Bengal. 


SIR, 

RELIEVED from a long and painful anxiety refpecting the 
event of your unmerited profecution and trial, the officers and ftaff 
at this {tation indulge the warmeft fentiments of their hearts in con- 
gratulating you on your honourable acquittal. 

Having been ever fully impreffed with the higheft fenfe of your 
merit, they cannot but rejoice that your character, after the fevereft 
inveftigation, has been fo amply and fo honourably juftified. 

All Europe muft now join with them in acknowledging the wif- 
dom and juftice of thofe meafures, which, by conciliating the minds 
#f the native powers, enfured fuccefs to thofe exertions you fo hap- 


pily 
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pily employed, to the prefervation of the Britifh empire in the Eaft, 
againft the united efforts of the moft powerful enemies. 

Accept, Sir, this heart-felt congratulation, as a {mall tribute to 
your merit, anda fincere teftimony of the regard and efteem with 
which they have the honor to fubfcribe themfelves, 

Your moft faithful and 
Devoted humble Servants, 
(Signed) G. JOHNSON, Lieut. Col. 
and s1 officers and ftaff of the 
garrifon of Chuna Ghur. 
Chuna Ghur, 
Ogfober 5, 1795. 


Jo WARREN HastTinos, E/7. 
SIR, 

THE officers and ftaff of that part of the Bengal army at prefent 
ftationed at Futty Ghur, would deem themfelves deficient in grati- 
tude for the ftcady fupport afforded to their claims, and the warm. 
regard invariably manifefted for the honor and profperity of the army 
in gencral, during your adminiftration of the Britith affairs in India, 
fhould they not embrace the earlieft opportunity of prefenting to you 
their fincere congratulations upon the h nourable termination of the 
long and rigorous fcrutiny which has been inftituted into your mea- 
{ures and conduct, during a government of thirteen years, and under 


the conftant preffure of multiplied difficulties and dangers.. 
| While 
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While they teftify their inexpreffible fatisfaction at the refult of 
an inquiry which will tranfmit your name to pofterity with deferved 
and unfading luftre, they cannot but feel a very particular felf-gra- 
tulation, on finding their own fentiments of your wifdom, zeal, and 
‘important public fervices, confirmed by the almoft unanimous verdict 
of the moft refpectable tribunal upon earth, and the general voice of 
the nation. | 

May you, Sir, long live in the enjoyment of your well-earned 
fame, and in the perfect poffeffion and further public exertion of 
thofe eminent talents which have acquired fuch extenfive and perma- 
nent advantage to your country ! 

We have the honour to be, 
With the greateft efteem and refpec, 
Sir, 
Your moft obedient and moft humble Servants, 
WILLIAM POPHAM, Colonel, 
and 68 officers and ftaff. 
Futty Ghur, 
O€lober 3, 1795. 





fo Warren HastinGs, Efg. late Governor General of Bengal. 


SIR, | 
WE, the officers of the divifion of the Bengal army ftationed at 
Cawnpore, impelled by a grateful remembrance of the many obliga- 
tions we owe to your late adminiftration, and our ardent admiration 


of 
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of your private character, prefs forward to offer you our fincere con- 
gratulations on your late honourable acquittal. 

During a trial, which, for feverity of fcrutiny, and intolerable 
procaftination, is without example in the annals of the world, we 
have beheld you, Sir, patient and magnanimous, deporting yourfelt 
in a manner becoming the faviour of Britifh India. Our folicitude 
was great, but we had no fear of the iffuc, though we feelingly la- 
ment the precious years that have been loft to the public, which 
might otherwife have been employed in the fervice of the ftate, ata 
period as interefting and momentous as your trial has been afflicting 
and unprecedented. | 

May the remainder of your life, Sir, be long and happy! and we 
hope that this grateful tribute from a body who have been witnefles 
of the brilliant acts of your dignified and meritorious adminiftra- 
tion will defcend, with the name of Haftings, to pofterity, as a 
token of the veneration and efteem in which we have ever held your 


character, and as a proof of the refpect with which we are, 
SIR, 
Your moft obedient, and very jai fervants, 
JOHN FORBES, Colonel, 
And 106 officers and ftaff. 


The 


#*S os 
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The following Addrefs from the Officers of the Bengal Army, ftationed’ 
at the Prefidency of Fort William and at Barrackpeor, was brought 
over by Major Rattray, of the Bengal Artillery, and was pree 
fented to Mr. Hastines by chat Gentleman, Colonel DUNCAN, 
and Captain ASHWORTH. 


Jo Warren Hastincs, £/@.. 
STR, — 

THE officers of the Bengal army bearing in their remembrance 
the wifdom, moderation, and juftice of your adminiftration in India, 
fee] a very heart-felt fatisfaction in congratulating you on your late 
honorable acquittal, by the Peers of Great Britain, from charges 
brought againft you by the Houfe of Commons, and fupported by 
men of the firft abilities in the nation. 

The energy and feverity with which you have been for fo many 
years profecuted, the magnanimity and fortitude you have fhewn 
during your trial, and in declining to folicit fupport, even when all 
the power and abilities of your native country feemed combined 
again{t you, place you ina point of view the moft envied, the moft 
honourable ; for your enemics have raifed a monument to your 
fame, on which the juftice of your country hath recorded the in- 
teprity of your mind, and the propriety and neceffity of your 
public condu@. May the gratitude of the community you have fo 
long, fo ably, and fo faithfully ferved, be as confpicuous as your 
merits and difintereftednefs have been publicly evinced !_ May your 
Sovereign, by conferring honours upon you, prove the value he. 
has for fuch a fubject, and by doing fo, increafe the approbation 
and attachment of a free and. generous people ! 

2 | With: 
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With us, and with the natives of this country, your name muft 
ever be revered, and with C LivE’s, be handed down with honor, 
refpect, and admiration, to the lateft pofterity. 

We have the honor to be, 
With the greateft refpect and efteem, Sir; - 


Your moft obedient and moft humble fervants,.. 


(Signed) CHARLES MORGAN, Colonel, | 
| and 175 officers and ftaff. - 
October 1, 1795. | 


Sie eee 


To WaRREN HastTinecs, E/g. late Governor General of Bengal. 

' SIR, 

WE, the officers and ftaff of the military ftation of Dinapore and 
its dependencies, imprefled with heart-felt gratitude for former fa- 
vours, embrace the earlieft opportunity to congratulate you upon the 
very honorable termination of the moft vexatious, tedious, and un- 
merited profecution recorded in the annals of hiftory. 

Long may you live, Sir, an ornament to that nation which will, 
at length, unblinded by prejudice, be fully convinced of the ample 
f{upport and benefit it received from your adminiftration in India ; and 
will, no doubt, do juftice to that exertion, ability, and patriotifm, 
which, furmounting every difficulty and obftruction, fecured thefe 
poffeffions unimpaired to the mother country, although affaultcd 
by the combined powers of Europe and the Eaft. 

Weare, Sir, with the utmoft efteem and gratitude, 
Your moft obedient and moft humble fervants, 
(Signed) H. BRISCO, Colonel, 
and 103 officers and ftaT. 
+Sss2 To 


( 504 ) 


To WarREN Hastines, &/9. 
STR, 

THE gentlemen of Fort Marlborough beg leave to congratulate 
you on an event which they have long expected from the juftice of 
their country, and which they proudly record by unanimous comme- 
moration. 

They have remarked, Sir, with admiration, the fpirited and manly 
{truggle which you fo long maintained in fupport of your perfonal 
integrity, and the dignity of a government, the energies of which 
are to this moment felt by India, to the remoteft extremes of her vaft 
empire. With the fincereft pleafure they at Jength contemplate the 
fuftrages of a nation united in the vindication of your honor, and a. 
diftinguifhed place affigned in the annals of the world to that virtue 
which hath paffed, unhurt, the ordeal of fo many years. 

To fuch high acknowledgment of your merits permit them to add 
their limited teftimony, that your memory will be dear to India; whilft 
in the happinefs which your wife government diffufed around it, in 
the advancement of the arts you patronized, and the progrefs of the 
{ciences you cherifhed, mankind fhall continue to trace the enlightened 
politician, the comprehenfive genius, and polite fcholar. 

It remains for them to exprefs their fincere{t wifhes, that every hap- 
pinefs and enjoyment may await the evening of your honorable life, 
in the bofom of your country ; which, after fevere approval of eon 
worth, hath at length been amply, though flowly juft. 

They have a honor to be, with great refpect, Sir, 
Your moft obedient and moft humble fervants, 


Robert Broff, John Macdonald, Charles Day, A. Brennan, J. B. Rofindell, 
Hénry Douglas, Alex. Monteath, Robert Bill, William Parker, Chas. Hutchinfon, 
P. Braham, Robert Beft, Thomas Sturgeon, Daniel Gillis, John Turing, 

B. Hartley, W. M. Grant, Thomas Cudlipp, John N. Sealy, | Chas. Campbell, 


R.S, Graham, Daniel M‘Pane, = James Powell, Fras. Will. Peirfe, James Bagley, 
F. E. Beaghan, Henry Dunning, John Campbell, Edward Bagley, T. Waters, 
Thomas Brown, Charles Holloway, John Grigfon, James Mully, John Braham. 
George Barclay, 


Fort Marlborough, 
Odlober 20, 1795. The 
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The firft of the preceding congratulatory letters was tran{mitted 
by the government of Bengal to the Court of Directors, and fent to 
Mr. Haftings by their order, with the following letter from the 
Chairman and Deputy Chairman, to which his anfwer is annexed.. 


To WaRREN HastTinGs, E/¢.. 
SIR, | 
WE have the commands of the Court of Direétors to tranfmit to 
you the addrefs of the inhabitants of Calcutta, on your late honorable 
acquittal by the Houfe of Lords ; we have great pleafure in obeying 
thefe commands, which convey fo honorable a teftimony of the 
efteem and affection of fo very refpectable a body of men, who had 
{uch opportunities of appreciating your character. 
We have the honour to be with much efteem, 
SIR, 

Your very obedient humble Servants, 

D. SCOTT, 
Eaft India Hou/fe, HUGH INGLIS. 

May 4, 1796. 


To Davip ScotT and HucuH InGuis, E/guires,. 


GENTLEMEN, 
I HAVE received the letter which you have done me the honor to 
write to me, in obedience to the commands of the Court of Directors, 


with that which it enclofed, and which was addreffed to me by the 
Britifh 
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Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta; and I requeft the favor of you to 
prefent to that Honorable Court my moft grateful thanks for this 
additional inftance of their goodnefs. To have allowed it to re- 
ceive its deftined paffage through the channel of their official pro- 
ceedings was, of itfelf, an indication of their approval of its con- 
tents; but they chofe to ftamp it with the higheft confequence, 
perhaps, that they could give to it, when they entrufted its tranfmiffion 
to the charge of their Chairman and Deputy; for which I ought to 
be, and do feel myfelf, impreffed with the deepeft fenfe of obliga- 
tion. I beg leave, at the fame time, to exprefs my particular thanks 
to you, Gentlemen, for the very handfome and dignified terms in 
which you have been pleafed to execute this commiffion. 

My fufferings have been great, but they have been converted inte 
bleflings by the confequences which they have drawn down upon 
mc. My acquittal, though by the higheft and moft refpectable tri- 
bunal upon earth, I confider but as an exemption from infamy. It 
was followed by the declarations of the collective body of my late 
mafters, that I merited pofitive approbation. The Court of Di- 
rectors added the moft honorable and impreflive teftimony to that 
judgment. My fellow countrymen, both civil and military, of that 
cftablifhment, whofe interefts were, during a courfe of many years, 
committed to my charge, have repeated the fame fentiment ; and the 
former have indirectly appealed to that Honorable Court for the 
confirmation which it had already given of it. 

I have yet a further debt of gratitude to acknowledge to the Ho- 
norable Court of Directors for the loan of fifty thoufand pounds, 
which they have gencroufly granted to mé, in confequence of my late 
application, which certainly was not made with fuch an expectation. 

As 
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As arelief from diftrefs, I received it with a thankful heart. As an 
Implied effect of the fame generous acceptance of my fervices, I feel 
a gratification from it of a different kind, and fcarcely inferior to the 
former. I requeft that you will have the goodnefs to convey my 
thanks for this laft act of their bounty, which J fhould have before 
acknowledged, had not a confideration of delicacy reftrained me, 
while any part of the fum deftined for my ufe, by their orders, re- 
mained unpaid. Iam this inftant informed that the laft delivery, of 
twenty-five thoufand pounds, was made this morning, making up, 
with the firft, the complete fum of fifty thoufand pounds. 
I have the honor to be, 
With great refpecat, 
GENTLEMEN, 
Your moft obedient and moft humble Servant, 
Park Lane, WARREN HASTINGS. 
May 6, 1796. | 


The following anfwers were written by Mr. Haftings to the con- 


gratulatory letters. 
To the Britifo Inhabitants of CALCUTTA. 


GENTLEMEN, 
I HAVE now the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 
congratulating me on my acquittal of all the charges pretence againft 


me in England. 
I return 
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1 return you my moft fincere thanks for this inftance of your at- 
tention to me on an occafion fo interefting to my credit and peace of 
mind ; and for the confirmation which you have joined to it of your 
former approbation of my conduét during the period in which [held 
the chief adminiftration in Bengal. 

The mode which you have chofen to convey to me this teftimony 
of your good will, claims alfo my further thanks. Though inde- 
pendent and complete in itfelf, yet by communicating it through the 
channel of the Court of Directors, you have given it the effect of an 
appeal to their juftice. It was tran{mitted to me by their commands, 
in a letter figned by their Chairman and Deputy Chairman, expref- 
five, in the moft honorable terms, of their accordance with the fen- 
timents which it contained. | | 

To a man, whom a {trange fatality has involved, dhiseaiidl the 
courfe of a long official life, in an unremitted ftruggle for the means 
of difcharging with effect the duties of his ftation, and guarding his 
reputation from difhonor, declarations of applaufe and affection from 
thofe who f{tood by pofition neareft to the feat, or influence, of that 
authority in which he fo long participated, and whofe operations he, 
in a great meafure, directed, are of more worth than any that wealth 
and honors, united, could yield. Such, I can truly affirm, they are 
in my eftimation of them. 

You, Gentlemen, have many claims of old to my regard. There 
was a time in which even the authority of my public office derived a 
confiderable {upport from the influence of your good opinion of the 
manner in which it had been exercifed. The knowledge of your 
fentiments publicly and authentically expreffed on the day of my de- 

parture 
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parture from Calcutta, contributed largely to fupport my credit with 
my countrymen at home, when, but for this, and fimilar aids, it 
muft have funk under the preffure of accufations heaped upon me 
without number, and yet unrevoked, inthe name of the moft revered 
body upon earth. Thefe are perfonal benefits which I muft ever re- 
. member with a grateful heart: nor is the impreffion made upon it by 
the prompt and ardent zeal which you have ever manifefted to co- 
operate with the government itfelf, in feafons of great exigency, lefs 
deeply marked, though blended with an eftcem arifing from a more 

difinterefted confideration. : 
When I parted, in the year 1785, from that community to which 
I had attached myfelf by an intercourfe of many years, and by various 
relations, my heart forrowed for the feparation, but confoled itfelf 
with the hope, which a confcious reflection of a long, a well-in- 
tended, and a fuccefsful fervice, entitled me to indulge, that I might 
{till devote what remained of the active portion of my life to the ad- 
vancement of your welfare, with that of the ftate on which it de- 
pended. Ihave been difappointed, and have painfully, though pa- 
tiently, borne the difappointment. Yet, has it not been wholly un- - 
profitable. The voluminous evidence produced in the courfe of my — 
long trial has incidentally. brought to light many of the virtues of my 
countrymen and fellow fervants in India, which would otherwife 
have remained funk in obfcurity: it has, ina great meafure, removed 
the prejudices which had been excited againft them, and fhewn them 
deferving of the love and refpect of their brethren at home, for the 
firm regard which they have fhewn to their common interefts ; for 
the candor and fimplicity of their manners, and the gentlenefs and 
meet moderation 
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moderation with which they have generally, and almoft individually, 
demeaned themfelves towards the native inhabitants of the provinces 
dependent on the Britifh dominion, over whom the afcendant of the 
national character is fcarcely lefs prevalent than the power with 
which it is, in many inftances, officially affociated. Thofe virtues, 
while they tend to promote the duration of that dominion, by binding 
iton willing minds, reflect, at the fame time, a credit on the Britith 
name, and give to their poffeffors a double title to the affection of 
every man who bears it. | 

In the many different occupations which I have filled in India, 
from my carly youth upwards, I have had more opportunities of 
knowing the general character of my countrymen refident in it, but 
more particularly in the provinces of Bengal, than almoft any cther 


man; and I dare to pronounte, as I would if called upon before the 


judgment feat of heaven, that in the fentiment and practice of the 


two beft affections which conftitute the bond of fociety, namely, 
public {pirit and gencrofity, they are not furpaffed, if equalled, by 
any people upon earth. I might appeal to a very recent inftance of 
both, if it were neceffary to difplay to you the exhibition of your own 
deeds ; and God forbid that my countrymen, if ever this writing 
fhould come to their knowledge, fhould want a monitor to remind 
them of their benefactors, or to awaken in their breafts the fentiments 
which are due to thofe who feel for their diftreffes, and manifeft a 
folicitude, without the profeffion of it, to relieve them |! 

To the Almighty Difpofer of human events, I humbly and fervently 
offer up my prayers for your profperity, for the profperity of the 
Britifh empire in India, and for the eafe, content, and happinefs of 

4 the 
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the native inhabitants of it, who have a more immediate and indifpen- 
fable claim to its protection! 
I have the honour to be, with the moft grateful and indelible 

attachment, 

i GENTLEMEN, 

Your much obliged, 

Moft obedient, and 
Faithful Servant, 
WARREN HASTINGS. 


To Major General CHARLES MorGan. 


London, fune 13, 1796. 
SIR, 

BY one of the fhips which failed for India in the courfe of the 
Jaft month, I addreffed to youa fhort letter, acknowledging the 
receipt of one which I had the honour to receive from yourfelf, and 
the other officers of the brigade at the Prefidency ; expreffive, in 
terms the moft flattering and honourable to me,*of your participa- 
tion in the joy of my acquittal of the charges preferred againft 
me by the Commons of Great Britain, and your fenfe both of my 
public conduct, and regard to the general rights and interefts of 
the fervice, and of the army in particular. To fimilar addreffes 
from the officers of the military ftations of Cawnpoor, Futteghur, 
and Chunaghur, 1 alfo wrote letters of acknowledgment in the 
fame terms as that which I wrote to you; and addreffed them to 

aes ON oe Colonel 


( 512 ) 

Colonel Forbes, Colonel Popham, and Lieutenant-colonel Johnfon, 
the officers commanding thofe ftations refpectively ;  referving 
myfelf for a future reply, with the aid of more leifure, by the 
fubfequent difpatches. I could not fuffer the firft fhips to depart 
without making fome declaration, however imperfect, of the fenfe 
which I felt of thefe teftimonies of the benevolence of men, whofe 
profeffional characters ftood fo high in my eftimation of them, and 
in their claims upon my regard for their paft exertions in the fervice 
of that adminiftration, over which | many years. prefided. Nor 
could a few words, fuggefted at the inftant, fatisfy my mind, 
which felt itfelf impreffed with more than even the moft laboured 
language could utter. ‘Yet whatever the heart may conceive, it is 
only by the common forms of fpeech that its conceptions can be 
adequately rendered. Mine has but one mixed fentiment for this 
occafion; the fentiment of affection and gratitude. This is all that 
I can exprefs ; and this I requeft you to make known, in whatever 
mode may be the moft regular, to all the officers whofe names are 
fubfcribed to the letters of congratulation which I have already 
received, and to fuch others (for fuch I am affured there arc) as 
may have been fince tranfmitted for the fame purpofe. 

Upon this occafion, I cannot but remember with augmented 
fatisfaction, the general addrefs which I received from the officers 
of the army upon the Bengal eftablifhment, fome months after my 
departure from India. ‘That a¢t, after a lapfe of more than ten 
years, which have paffed over my head with circumftances the moft 
degrading to me while they lafted, you, Gentlemen, have now 
authenticated by the repetition of your former affurances, not 
delivered merely in the form of a deed of common acquiefcence, 

but 
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but marked as the pofitive and diftincét fenfe of every divifion of 
the army refiding on the fame fpot, and uniting ;to form the terms 
of it. Such a teftimony, while it glorifies its fubject far beyond the 
luftre of artificial diftinétions, refleéts at the fame time the higheft 
credit (if I may fay fo much upon a point in which I have fo 
near an intereft) on thofe who have delivered it; and proves, that 
neither length of time, nor the influence of caufes which have com- 
monly governed the judgment of mankind, have had any power, 
either to change the opinions which had grown on theirs from 
the effect of their own experience and obfervation, or to leffen the 
effect of thofe opinions on their fixed attachments. 

Much as I owe for thefe unexampled demonftrations of the good- 
will of the gentlemen, to whom, through your channel, I now 
addrefs myfelf, yet it is not by this confideration alone that my 
gratitude or attachment is bounded. I owe much to them for what- 
ever degree of reputation the world may be pleafed to allow me. It 
has been my boaft, and though repeatedly proclaimed, even on that 
ground on which the moft laboured efforts were made to blaft my 
good-name, it has never been contradicted, that in the courfe of an 
adminiftration of thirteen years, and in periods of more than com~ 
mon difficulty, I never joined in the formation of any military 
operation, which did not ultimatcly fucceed in the complete attain~ 
ment of its deftined, or a better purpofe. It might be permitted to 
me to arrogate fome little merit to myfelf for having difcerned and 
applied, in the difcharge of a great national truft, the ample mcans 
which I poffeffed in the talents, prowefs, and enthufiaftic ardor of 


thofe, whofe fervices I had the power of calling into action. 
Therefore 


( st4 ) 
Therefore it was that the meafures which I could call my own were 
invariably fuccefsful. 

Among the numerous accufations with which I have been heavily 
charged, it was one, that I rafhly precipitated the Company’s 
interefts, and even fafety, into fituations of unequal danger. And 
true it was, that if I had had but common inftruments to work 
with, I fhould have thought as they did who laid that guilt to my 
charge, becaufe they knew not, that no enterprize was too great for 
men, who poffefling, in common with their brethren of thefe 
kingdoms, the virtues of courage and honour, joined to a profeffional 
knowledge, wrought by conftant practice to perfection ; men whofe 
daily habits, even to their amufements, were military, and who 
regarded every fervice in which they engaged, as their own. 

In our community it has fometimes happened, as in the beft it 
muft, that parties have been formed, which have unhappily divided 
men’s affections with their opinions, from each other. But no 
— Inftance has ever yet occurred, in which the interefts of their ftate 
were threatened: with external danger, that did not unite all hearts 
and hands in the fame common caufe, and in one determined and 
confident refolution to maintain it againft what power foever might 
affail it. This obfervation comprizes both branches of the fervice, 
the civil equally with the military ; and too highly do I eftimate the 
fpirit and liberality of the latter, to fear that I may difpleafe them, 
by afcribing to the former this participation in thofe qualities which 
_conftitute the true bafis of public virtue. It is to thefe energics, 


oro to this bond of union, that Great Britain is indebted for her 


Indian empire. May the fame fpirit ever animate every corps, and 
every department of that fervice, to the fame honourable and pro- 
| {perous 
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{perous exertions ; and may their parent {tate more and more know, 
and knowing, love and cherifh thofe virtues, from which it has 
derived fo many and great benefits, and on which it depends for 
their duration and improvement | 
I have the honour to be, 
With the moft affectionate attachment, 
SIR, 
Your moft obedient and faithful Servant, 
WARREN HASTINGS. 


Jo Ropert Brorr, E/g. Lieutenant Governor, and the ofber 
Gentlemen of Fort Marlborough. 


Londen, Augufi 14, 1796. 
GENTLEMEN, 

I HAVE had the honour to receive your letter, and grieve that 
the laft fhips which might have carricd out my acknowledgment of 
it, had it arrived a very few days earlier, are now on their way to 
India: but I feel myfelf impreffed with too ftrong a fenfe af 
obligation for its contents to lofe a day in preparing it, however 
diftant the means of its conveyance may be. I fhall not attempt to 
exprefs what no power of words can defcribe, the fenfations of 
furprife, pleafure, and gratitude, which I felt on the receipt of 
fuch a teftimony of the approbation and efteem of gentlemen of 
fuch confideration, and to every one of whom I am perfonally un- 


known: nor were thefe the only fentiments excited by it; whatever 
| I may 
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I may be, however deficient in thofe deferts which might entitle me 
to fo diftinguifhed an honour, yet your motive proceeded from a 
fource of generofity blended with the pureft ftreams of public 
virtue, fuch as I am proud to think could only flow from the hearts 
of my own countrymen; at leaft, I have never heard or read of 
fimilar inftances in the annals of other nations. I muft admire and 
venerate fuch an effect of fuch a principle, even if I had no intereft 
in its application. 

I will not, however, fo far undervalue your act, as to difclaim 
all pretenfions to the benefit of it. My own confcience will allow 
me to lay claim to as much merit as can belong to the beft inten- 
tions, and thofe wholly exempt from every felfifh view, which 
could ftand in competition with the general interefts which I held in 
truft, though not without a gratification in the prefent approbation 
of my own mind, and in the hope of the future applaufe of my 
own country, and of the native inhabitants of that over which I 
prefided. ; 

Accept, Gentlemen, my moft fincere and grateful thanks for this 
honourable pledge of your regard, and my moft fervent wifhes for 
the profperity of your eftablifhment,.and for the happinefs of 
every individual compofing it. 

I have the honour to be, 
With the moft refpectful acknowledgment, 
GENTLEMEN, 
Your greatly obliged, and 
Moft obedient humble Servant, 
WARREN HASTINGS. 
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ADDRESSES AND TESTIMONIALS. 


TO complete this publication the following papers are inferted. 
The addrefs from the Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta was prefented to 
Mr. Haftings on the day of his departure from Bengal. The addrefs 
from the army was tranfmitted to him after his departure from Ben- 
gal. . The teftimonials from the natives were tranfmitted by Lord 
Cornwallis to the Eaft India Company, pending the impeachment, 
and were laid upon the table of the Houfe of Commons, and are 


upon their Journals, as alfo in the evidence given in Weftminfter Hall. 


To the Honourable WaRREN Hastines, E/g. Governor General, 
SIR, 

WE, the Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta, impreffed with real 
concern at your departure from India, intreat your acceptance of this — 
public tribute, in teftimony of our general fatisfaction in the whole 
tenour of your long adminiftration, and our lafting fenfe of your 
many patriotic exertions. 

For a feries of years, we have uninterruptedly enjoyed, under your 
government, the bleffings of private comfort, and public tranquillity, 
and no one can recollect a period, wherein impartial juftice, political 
wifdom, and a liberal attention to the rights of individuals, were 
more eminently confpicuous. 

We have feen you in many of the moft critical fituations to which 
political life can be expofed. In none of thefe have we perceived you 

Uuu to 
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to deviate from the dignity of your ftation, the integrity of your 
character, or the vigour of your public conduct: in every viciffitude 
you have been provident and collected ; and whilft you have proved 
yourfelf invulnerable to infurreétion, you have equally difplayed 
yourfelf fuperior to calumny. 

The grand outlines of the connection, by which this country is 
united to Great Britain, have been, under your aufpices, precifely 
afcertained, and its continuance decifively fecured. The unwieldy 
fyftem of the double government has been reduced to order and fim- 
plicity. The adminiftration of civil and criminal juftice, inftead of 
a burthen on individuals, or an engine of corruption, has under 
your prudent reformation become a bleffing to ten millions of people. 
Arts have been uniformly patronifed. The channels of communi- 
cation between ourfelves and the natives have, by your liberal encou- 
ragement, been opened, and our fettlement has increafed to a degree 
of magnitude and fplendour, which evinces the wifdom of your 
meafures, and the mildnefs of your government. | 

While the reft of India looked up to you alone for their preferva- 
tion from the diftractions of war and the defolations of famine, we 
have enjoyed an uninterupted plenty and fecurity ; bleffings which, 
while we continue to poffefs them, we fhall never ceafe to remember 
were procured for us by your {pirited meafures, which have raifed 
upon the moft folid bafis the fuperftructure of public happinefs. 

May that happinefs, and every other, be fecured to you during 
the remaining period of your life, which can arife from the poffeffion 
of unfullied virtue, and the confcioufnefs of unremitted labours for 
the good of fociety ; and may you be bleft, on your return, with the 
brighteft reward a patriotic mind can court, the applaufe of your fo- 


vereign, 
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vereign, and the gratitude of a country to which you have proved 
yourfelf fo illuftrious an ornament. 
_We have the honour to be, Honourable Srr, 
Calcutta, Your moft obedient, humble Servants, &c. &c, 
February 1, 1785, Signed by 290 perfons. 


To Warren Hastines, E/g. 
SIR, 


SOON after your — from Bengal, it was refolved, at a 
meeting of officers at the Prefidency, that an addrefs to you, as Go- 
vernor General, fhould be figned, and forwarded by the firft fafe 
conveyance: and the officers were pleafed to make choice of us to 
fend forth the copies for fignatures, to receive them when figned, 
and to fend them to you afterwards. 

The original confifts of eighteen copies of the fame addrefs, which 
were fent in duplicate to the feveral military ftations. We received 
all back except two duplicates, and from the complete fet two noto- 
rial copies have heen made of the addrefs and the fignatures of the 
whole. | 

We have now the honour to fend to you one wtatieas copy, together 
with a copy of our circular letter. 

We fhall, by the fhips of the feafon, forward the other notorial 
copy, and the fet of originals of fixteen, together with notorial 
copies of the other two; and we fhall lodge in the hands of Colonel 
Pearfe the complete fet of originals, to be ready in cafe of accidents 
to thefe, and ultimately to be forwarded to you, unlefs the fet of 
originals firft fent fhould happily arrive ; in which cafe he will fend 
the two which now we deem it neceffary to keep by us, to prevent 
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lofing the means of conveying to you the fentiments of our brother 
officers, if necdful, hereafter. 

We beg leave to affure you, that we receive the greateft happinefs 
from having been chofen to be the agents of fo refpectable a body of 
officers, and hope the fhare we have had in promoting the wifhes of 
our friends and conftituents will prove acceptable to you. We are, 

With the higheft refpect, Sir, 
Your moft obedient Servants, 


T. D. PEARSE, Col. 
J. MORGAN, Col. 
Calcutta, HENRY WATSON, 
Auguft 5, 1795. Lieut. Col. and Chief Engineer. 


To the Honourable Warren Hastines, Efg. Governor 


General, &c. 
SIR, 


WE whofe names are hereunto fubfcribed, officers of the Bengal 
army, with profound refpect, and moft perfect efteem, take the 
liberty of addrefling you on your departure from amongft us. 

Many of us as citizens have already figned the general addrefs, 
which was projected, prepared, and figned in the fhort {pace of 
thirty hours, and prefented to you on the morning of your de- 
parture, with the fignature of near three hundred of the principal 
perfons of the fettlement, to which large additions have been fince 
made, and {till are making. , | 

But it was judged, that an addrefs from the officers of the army 
in their collective capacity, after you had left the fettlement, would 
more fully demonftrate to yourfelf, and to all ‘the world, how 
wery dear you were to them as foldiers, and afford them an op- 
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portunity of recording the caufes of their efteem, by a recital of the 
events which produced it. 

We all know, Sir, either by having feen it, or by having heard 
it from thofe who were on the fpot, that you have been very near 
thirteen years at the head of this fettlement: that you came to the 
chair as Governor immediately after the moft dreadful calamity 
that ever befel a people, and found the country much depopulated, 
the treafury empty, and a moft enormous debt contracted: that 
the plans which you fo judicioufly laid when Governor, were 
afterwards carried into execution by the Governor General and 
Supreme Council, of which you have hitherto been the head, and 
effected a difcharge of the debt, filled the treafury with cafh, and 
reftored life and vigour to the country: that during this period, 
the government was convulfed by jarring interefts and unufual 
oppofition ; but, neverthelefs, you maintained your poft with dig- ,. 
nity to the State, with honour to yourfelf, and confufion to the 
enemies of our country; that the natives, taking advantage of what 
they fuppofed a divided government, entered into a confederacy to 
deftroy the influence of the Englith in India, and to fet up that of the 
French, who fecretly promoted the union, and afterward joined in 
league with them: that all thefe efforts were baffled, and India 
preferved to us by your firmnefs and the vigour of your govern- 
ment, from which an expedition planned by yourfelf was fent 
forth, and an army under General Goddard traverfed regions un- 
known from the eaft to the weft of India, and, in fpite of the 
difafters which befel thofe who were to co-operate, reached the 
coafts of Surat, and conquered provinces from the powers at war 


avith our nation. 
It . 


\ 


( 522 ) 

It is alfo well known, that in the midft of this fcene of trouble, 
the French and Spaniards, and afterwards the Dutch, joined to 
attack us, and were aided by the late Hyder Ally, who, before 
the Dutch war, invaded the Carnatic, defeated the Englifh in 
battle, and reduced to his obedience the whole of that country, 
except Madras and Vellore, and fome few paltry forts in the 
neighbourhood of the Prefidency: that when all men confidered 
the ftate of the Carnatic to be defperate, you rofe to refcue them 
from impending ruin: and though Bengal was threatened with 
invafions, nobly refolving to meet the enemy at a diftance, you 
fent out two detachments, which gave ftrength and vigour to the 
army under Sir Eyre Coote, thereby faved the Britifh poffeffions 


. in that part of India, and reduced the enemy to conclude: an 


honourable peace without the lofs of territory; and laftly, that 
the armies ferving at a diftance were paid, fed, clothed, and 
armed, by the exertions and refources of your government. 

Thus, Sir, under your adminiftration, have the united efforts 
of our numerous and powerful enemies been fruftrated; and 
India, by the conquefts there made from the European powers, 
has afforded the means of redeeming what the nation loft to them 
in every other part of the globe. ; 

We therefore entreat you to accept this juft and peatia tribute 
of our praifes, and our warmeft thanks for having opened the 
paths which led to glory, and afforded to the Bengal army the 
means of acquiring honour, and of being ferviceable to the ftate at 
large. 

Permit us now, Sir, to exprefs our feelings on your departure. 
Time, and the contemplation of your illuftrious actions, created an 
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efteem which is deeply rooted in our hearts; and our forrow at 
lofing the man whom we confidered as the father of the fettlement, 
is, as it ought to be, great and poignant; we muft therefore feek 
for confolation in our hopes that you are going to receive thofe 
honours and rewards which are due to fuperior merit; and with 
united voice we pray that fuch may be the event. 
Signed by 4 Colonels, 
| 1g Lieutenant Colonels, 
25 Majors, 
471 Captains, 
324 Lieutenants, 
47 Enfigns, 
71 Lieut. Fire Workers, Surgeons, &c. &c. 
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TESTIMONIALS. 


Extradl of a General Letter from Bengal, dated November 6, 1788, 
received by the Ship William Pitt; and of a General Letter from 
Bengal, dated ‘funuary 9, 1789, recerved by the Kent, tranfmit« 
ting the following Papers, accompanied with the original Perfian 
Addreffes to the Court of Directors. 


Bengal, November 6, 1788. 
Par. 309. FOUR {feveral addrefles from the principal native 
inhabitants of Benares to your honourable Court, declaring their 


f{entiments of Mr. Haftings, were fubmitted to us by Mr. George 
4 ‘Thompfon, 
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Thompfon, late fecretary to Mr. Haftings, at the requeft of Ally 
Ibrahim Khawn, the chief judicial magiftrate of that city, with 
the correfpondence which had paffed with him on the fubject of 
them. 

310. It appeared from the tenor of this correfpondence, that a 
deputation of the inhabitants of Benares had expreffed their wifhes, 
through Ally Ibrahim Khawn, to wait upon your refident Mr. 
Duncan with thefe addreffes, as the regular official channel of 
communication; but that Mr. Duncan had declared it was unne- 
cefflary for the inhabitants to attend him with the addrefles, as 
they did not concern the Company’s affairs—Under thefe circum- 
ftances they were forwarded to Mr. Thompfon, as the attorney and 
friend of Mr. Haftings, with a requeft that he would lay them 
before the Governor General in Council, and take the neceffary 
fteps for their being tranflated and tran{mitted to Europe. 

311. In compliance with Ally [brahim Khawn’s folicitation, Mr. 
Thompfon fubmitted thefe papers to us, as before recited, re- 
quefting that they might be tranflated and forwarded to you in due 
time; and under a fuppofition that the Company would not be 
averfe to receive from its native fubjccts and allies, the public 
declaration of their fentiments upon a queftion of fo much im- 
portance to their happinefs, and to the credit of the Englith nation, 
as the conduct of Mr. Haftings, during his long government, Mr. 
Thompfon further requefted, that he might be permitted to receive 
the fuffrages which the native inhabitants of the Company’s pof- 
feffions were defirous of conveying to the Court of Directors, as 
their fenfe of Mr. Haftings’s merits; and that the judges, collec- 
tors, and Tefidents might be informed that he had obtained fuch 
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permiflion, or that they were themfelves at liberty to receive and 
tranfmit to us any teftimonies relative to Mr. Haftings, that might 
be tendered to them by or on the part of the native inhabitants. 

312. With thefe requefts from Mr. Thompfon we complied, 
having qualified our orders to the judges, collectors, and refidents, 
in the following terms: ‘‘ That the liberty accorded was merely 
‘to receive and tranfmit teftimonials when offered ; but that they 
‘© were not to deduce any inference from it, that they were authorifed 
‘* to exercife any further interference.” 

313. The addrefles above mentioned, with tranflations, and 
various other addreffes, &c. from the Nabob Vizier and his minif- 
ters; from the Nabobs of Furruckabad, and thefe provinces ; alfo 
from the principal zemindars of Dinagepore, Boglepore, &c. &c. 
according to a lift which accompanies them, attend you in the 
prefent difpatch. 


Bengal, fanuary 9, 1789. 

Par. 20. Several further addreffes, refpecting Mr. Haftings, 
which were either forwarded by the collectors, or prefented by 
native vackecls, to the Governor General, having been tranflated 
purfuant to our orders, are now tranfmitted in the packet of the 
Kent.—We alfo forward an addrefs from the Greeks, with a tranf- 
lation of it. 
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Copy of a Letter from Mr, THompson, dated March 27, 1788, 
to Earl CoRNWALLIS, K. G. Governor Gencral, &c. 


Fort William, March 27, 1788. 
My LORD, 

THE principal native inhabitants of Benares having, in four feve- 
ral addreffes to the Honourable Company, declared their fentiments 
of Mr. Haftings, were defirous of delivering the addreffes to Mr. 
Duncan, the refident at that place, in order that he might forward 
them to the Governor General in Council, and that they might be 
fo tran{mitted to the Court of Directors. To this end, Ally Ibra- 
him Khawn, the chief judicial magiftrate at Benares, wrote to Mr. 
Duncan, requefting that he would appoint a time when a deputa- 
tion of the inhabitants might attend him with the addreffes. Mr. 
Duncan returned for anfwer to Ally Ibrahim Khawn, that as the 
addreffes did not concern the Company’s affairs, it was unneceffary 
that the inhabitants fhould either come or fend to him. Under-thefe 
circumftances, Ally Ibrahim Khawn, at the inftance of the parties 
who had figned the addreffes, forwarded them to me, in order that 
I might prefent them to the Governor General in Council, for the 
purpofe of being tranfmitted to England. 

The circumftances, as I have here ftated them, will appear from 
Ally Ibrahim Khawn’s letter to Mr. Duncan, Mr. Duncan’s anfwer, 
and Ally Ibrahim Khawn’s letter to me; copies and tranflations of 
which I take the liberty of inclofing, No. 1. 

In compliance with the requifition which I have thus received, 
I have now the honour to lay before your Lordfhip the feveral — 
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Perfian papers mentioned in the inclofed lift, No. 2; and as well on 
the part of the native inhabitants of Benares as of Mr. Hattings, 
moft carneftly to requeft, that your Lordfhip will be pleafed to order 
that the faid Perfian papers may be tranflated into Englifh by the 
proper officers, and with the tranflations tranfmitted to the Court of 
Directors by the next fhip. 

As I humbly conceive, that the Honourable Company will not 
be averfe to receiving from its native fubjects and allies the public 
declaration of their fentiments upon a queftion of fo much impor- 
tance to their happinefs, and to the credit of the Englifh nation, 
as the conduct of Mr. Haftings during his long government; and 
as I underftand that the principal native inhabitants throughout the 
Company’s poffeffions are defirous of conveying to the Court of 
Directors their fenfe of Mr. Haftings’s merits, I take the liberty of 
requefting that I may be permitted to receive their fuffrages, and 
that the gentlemen who act as judges, collectors, or refidents, under 
the Prefidency of Fort William, may be officially informed, that | 
have obtained fuch permiffion, and that they have authority to 
tranfmit to the Governor General in Council any teftimonies re- 
lative to Mr. Haftings, which may be tendered to them for that pur- 
pofe, by or on the part of the native inhabitants of their refpective 
diftricts. 

I have the honour to be, my Lorop, 
Your Lordfhip’s moft devoted and 
Obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed) GEO. NESBIT ‘THOMPSON. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
| Secretary to the Government. 
XXxX2 Firfl 
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Firft Enclofure in Mr, 'THompson’s Letter. 


Trinfiuion of a Letter from ALLY IBRAHIM Kuawn, the Chref 
fudicial Magiftrate at Benares, to JONATHAN Duncan, E/¢. 
the Refident at that Place. 


THE inhabitants of this city have prepared, under their feals 
and fignatures, feveral addreffes relative to the beneficent and 
honourable Mr. Haftings.—They wifh to fend to you certain per- 
fons on their part with the faid addreffes, and to deliver to,:you.a 
petition to this cffe&; viz. Be pleafed, in your kindnefs, to for- 
ward thefe addreffes to the prefence of the Right Honourable Earl 
Cornwallis, to whom be lafting profperity, and to the honourable 
gentlemen of his council in Calcutta, who, having gracioufly caufed. 
them to be tranflated by the tranflators of the Company, will (it is 
requefted) be pleafed to forward them to the Honourable Directors 
in England, as has been already fully reprefented to you by Beneram 
Pundit. Whenever you fhall be pleafed to appoint, the faid perfons 
will attend you, and prefent the faid addrefs. 


Tranflation of Mr. Duncan’s Anfwer to ALLY IBRAHIM KHaAwWN. 


Ufual Compliments. 

YOUR letter, informing me that the inhabitants of the city have 
prepared, under their feals and fignatures, feveral addreffes relative 
to Mr. Haftings, and are defirous that certain perfons fhould come 
to me with the faid addreffes, and a requeft that I will forward 
them to his Lordfhip in Council, has been received. As the 
addrefles have no connection with the bufinefs of the Company, 
there 
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there is no neceffity that they (the inhabitants) fhould come or fend to 
me. Let them do what they think proper. What more? &c. 


Tranflation of a Letter from Atty IpRAHIM KHAWN fo 
Mr, THompson. 
The ufual Compliments. 

THE inhabitants of the town of Benares having prepared feveral 
addreffes, under their feals and fignatures, relative to Mr. Hatftings, 
were defirous that certain of the inhabitants fhould carry the addreffes, 
and deliver them to Mr. Duncan, in order that he might in his 
kindnefs forward them to the Council in Calcutta, and requeft, in 
behalf of the inhabitants, that the beneficent Gentlemen of the 
Council, having caufed the addreffes to be tranflated by the tranfla- 
tor of the Company, the centre of profperity, would fend both the 
originals and the tranflattons to England, to the prefence of the Ho- 
nourable the Directors. I accordingly wrote to Mr. Duncan: he 
fent for anfwer, that as the addreffes had no relation to the bufinefs 
of the Company, it was therefore unneceffary that they (the inhabi- 
tants) fhould come or fend to him.—This you will underftand from 
the copies which I fend enclofed of my letter on this occafion to Mr. 
Duncan, and of his anfwer. As you are the attorney and the fricnd 
of Mr. Haftings, they have therefore fent the addreffes to you. 
They will be delivered to you by Mirza Ally Nukky Khawn Be- 
hadre.—It is defired that you will deliver them to the Honourable 
the Gentlemen of the Council, and take fuch fteps that they may be 
tranflated and fent to England. Whatmore? &c. 

(True copies. ) 


E. HAY, Secretary to the Government. 
Seconda 


av 
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Second Enclofure in Mr. Tuomrson’s Lerter. 

An addrefs under the feals of the Maha Rajah and Ranny, 
the Kawzies, Mufties, Mowlavies, Munfubdars, Khawns, 
and other perfons of diftinétion at Benares, bearing 277 feals, 
with a {chedule f{pecifying the names, offices, and ftations of 
the perfons whofe feals are affixed to the addrefs. This copy 
and {chedule are attefted by the official feal of the Kauzy Ally 
Nukky Khawn. 

Addrefs under the fignatures of the Pundits of Mehrift and 
Naugur, and other Bramins at Benares, written in the 
Shanfcrit language and in the Dio Nagry character. : 

178 fignatures. 

Copy of the above addrefs, marked B. attefted by the official 
feal of the Kauzy. 

An addrefs in the Shanfcrit Janguage and in the Bengal cha- 
racter, figned id the Bengal Pundits refiding at Benares. 

112 fignaturcs. 

A copy of the addrefs marked C. attefted by the official feal of 
the Kauzy. 

Addrefs in the Hindoftany language and in the Guzarauty 
character, figned by the bankers of the Now Putty Quarter, 
the merchants, &c. of Benares. 402 fignatures. 

Copy of the above addrefs marked D. attefted by the official 
feal of the Kauzy. 

(A true copy) 
E. HAY, Scerctary to the Government. 


Refolutions 
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Refolutions of the Right Honourable the Governor General in Council, 
on Mr. THompson’s Letter, 31f¢ of March, 1788. 


Refolutions on Mr, Tuompson’s Letter, in Confultation, 31? of 
March, 1788. 


THE Governor General in Council, having confidered the requeft 
made by Mr. Thompfon, does not conceive himfelf authorifed to 
preclude Mr. Thompfon, as the attorney to Mr. Haftings, from col- 
lecting the fuffrages of the natives, or to reject an application founded 
in common juftice, and therefore refolves to admit it, fo far as to 
authorife the officers of government to receive reprefentations from 
the natives, expreffive of their fenfe of Mr. Haftings’s conduct to- 
wards them, and to tranfmit them, if tendered, to the Secretary, 
with refpect to thefe teftimonials. | | 

The Governor General in Council deems it wholly unneceffary 
to record any opinion upon a fubject with which he has no concern 
or interference, 

Ordered, That the following circular letters be written to the 


collectors, judges, and refidents. 


. 


To Mr. MattTHEw Dawson, Collector of Moorfhedubad. 


SIR, 

MR. THOMPSON, who appears to be one of Mr. Hatftings’s 
attorneys, underftanding that the principal native inhabitants of the 
Company’s territories are defirous of bearing teftimony to the merits 
of Mr. Haftings, has addrefled the Governor General in Council, 


requefting that he may be permitted to receive their fuffrages, and 
that 
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that the judges, collectors, or refidents under this prefidency, may 
have authority to tranfmit to the Governor General in Council any 
teftimonics relative to Mr. Haftings, which may be tendered to them 
for that purpofe, by or on the part of the native inhabitants of their 
re{fpective diftricts With this requeft the Governor General in 
Council has been pleafed to comply ; and I have therefore to inform 
you, that fhould any fuch addreffes be tendered to you by or on the 
part of the native inhabitants within your diftrict, you are at liberty 
to receive and forward them to me. The liberty now accorded is 
merely to receive and tranfmit teftimonials when offered ; and you 
are not to deduce any inference from it, that you are authorifed to 
exercife any further interference in this bufinefs. | 
Iam, &c. 
(Signed) E. HAY, Secretary to the Government. 
March 31, 1788, | 


The fame to | 
Mr. Peter Speke Collector of Rajefhahy, 
Mr. Suctonius Heatly Do. of Poorneah, 
Mr. Day W. M‘Dowal Do. of Rungpore, 
Mr. George Hatch Do. of Dinagepore, 
M. R. Bathurftt ~ Do. of Tirhoot, 
Mr. Montgomeree Do. of Sircar Sarun, 
Mr. W. Brook Do. of Shawhbad, 
Mr. Thomas Law Do. of Bahar, 
Mr. W. Leflie Do. of Ramghur, 
Mr. R. Adair Do. of Boglepore, 
Mr. J. Sherburne Do. of Beerbhoom, 
Mr. J. Kinloch Do. of Burdwan, 
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Mr. Cofby Burrows Colle€tor of Midnapore, 
Mr. W. Pye Do. of 24 Pergunnahs, 
Mr. Tilghman Henckle Do. of Jeffore, 

Mr. Shearman Bird Do. of Chittagong, 

Mr. Matthew Day Do. of Dacca Jelalpore, 
Mr. W. Wroughton Do. of Momen Sing, 
Mr. John Champain Judge of Dacca, 

Mr. E. Eyre Burgefs Do. of Moorfhedabad, 
Mr. Lawrence Mercer Do. of Patna, 

Mr. Jonathan Duncan Refident at Benares. 


Jo CuHarLes Mattet, Ef. Refident at Poona. 


SIR, 

MR. THOMPSON, who appears to be one of Mr. Haftings’s 
attorneys, underftanding that feveral of the principal natives of India 
are defirous of bearing teftimony to the merits of Mr. Haftings, has 
addreffed the Governor General in Council, requefting that he may 
be permitted to receive their fuffrages, and that the officers of go- 
vernment may have authority to tranfmit to the Governor General in 
Council any teftimonies relative to Mr. Haftings, which may be ten- 
Jered to them for that purpofe by or on the parts of the natives of 
India. a 

With this requeft the Governor General in Council has been 
pleafed to comply ; and I have therefore to inform you, that fhould 
any fuch addrefs be tendered to you, you are at liberty to receive and 
forward them to me. The liberty now accorded is merely to reccive 
and tranfmit teftimonials when voluntarily offered; and you are not 
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to deduce any inference from it that you are authorifed to exercite 
any further interference in this bufinefs. 
Iam, &c. 


(Signed) E. HAY, Secretary to the Government. 
March 31, 1788. 


The fame to Major Palmer, refident with Mahajee Sindia, and 
E. O. Ives, Efq. refident at Lucknow. 

Ordered, That the Perfian papers, mentioned in Mr. Thompfon’s 
enclofure, No, 2, be tranflated into Englifh by the Perfian tranflator, 
and tranf{mitted to the Honourable Court of Directors. with the | 
tranflations by.the next fhip. 

(A true Copy} 
IE. HAY, Secretary to the Gévernment. 


BENARES. 
Addrefs under the Seals of the Maba Raja and Ranny, the Cawzies, 
Mooftres, Mowluvies, Munfubdars, Khawns, and other Perfons 
of Diftinélion at Benares, bearing 297 Scals.. 


A. 


* IT having come to the hearing of all us men, both high and: 
low, of every fect and perfuafion, as well Hindoos as Mahomedans, 


* This differs from the tranflation in the official copy, being copied from the addrefs 


from Patna, which, with many others, was tranfcribed from one common form, but 
more correctly tranflated. 


the 
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the inhabitants and natives of the city of Benares, part of the ter- 
ritories belonging to the Englifh Company, that the Gentlemen 
of England are difpleafed with the late Governor General, War- 
ren Haftings, upon the fufpicion that exercifing tyranny and op- 
-preffion, and taking from us, by artifice, and fraud, and force, our 
property, he laid wafte the country; we, therefore, according to 
the dictates of our feveral religious and facred ordinances, which 
we hold to be ftrictly binding on our confciences, and in obfervance 
alfo of that divine precept, ‘‘ Bear ye teftimony,” do thus publifh a 
true account of the nature and circumftances of the conduct of Mr. 
Haftings, an honoured perfonage of efteemed qualities, who was 
perfect in caution and rectitude, complete in virtue and benevolence, 
and firft amongft thofe characters who are fignalized by their great 
humanity and wifdom, and was honoured both by the Kings of Hin- 
doftan and England ; and by thus giving utterance to the words of 
truth and jufticc, cleanfe the mirrours of the hearts of the Gentle- 
men of England from the ruft of fufpicion. This perfon is clothed 
with probity and religion as with a garment, and is adorned by the 
protection of the people, and tlre prefervation of us the worfhippers 
of God, as it were with a jewel. The fkirt of his exiftence is un+ 
fullied by the ftain of difhonefty or prejudice, and the mirrour of 
his heart is unclouded by the duft of avarice. In the time of his 
sovernment, and during the period of his adminiftration, no one has 
feen in him any thing but the protection of the fubjects, and the dif- 
penfation of juftice. Never did the dirt of affliction feat itfelf through 
him on the hearts ef the people, nor did he ever break the glafs-like 
minds of the lowly with the ftone of violence. As an army 1s kept 
in fafety by its watch guards, fo he proteéted the honours of ftran- 
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gers and natives by his vigilance and forefight, and kept them de- 
fended in the caftle of fecurity from the troops of adverfity. The 
fanctuary of the welfare of us humble men was preferved in fafety 
by the fuperintending care of his juftice and benevolence. He did not 
omit the fmalleft particle of friendfhip towards us, and towards 
whoever elfe were deferving of it ; but always by kind words and 
benign acts adminiftered the balm of comfort to the wounded hearts 
of the afflicted. He left not one of us al], not a fingle individual, 
to be melted in the crucible of defpair. In his compaffionate nature 
and great kindnefs he favoured us all. The feet of the endeavours of 
wicked men were broken by the axe of his awe, and the oppreffive 
hands of evil doers were bound by the ftrong cords of his juftice. By 
thefe means the doors of happinefs and delight were opened to us. 
He new laid the foundations of juftice and the pillars of the law. 
In every fhape, we, the inhabitants of this country, during the time 
of his adminiftration, lived in eafe and in peace. We are therefore 
greatly fatisfied with and thankful to him. As the faid Mr. Haft- 
ings was long acquainted with the modes of government in thefe re- 
gions, fo the inmoft purpofe of his heart was openly and fecretly, in 
word and in deed, bent upon all thofe things which might maintain 
inviolate our religious ordinances, and perfuafions, and guard us in 
every the minuteft refpect from misfortune and calamity. In every 
way he cherifhed us in honour and credit. Whatever we have in 
our own perfons really experienced from him, and whatever has 
been clearly manifefted by him, we have for the fake and in the 
name of God, without the arts of hypocrify, truly and juftly thus. 
declared. In this there is no doubt. 


Seals 


( 537 ) 
The Seals affixed to this Addrefs.. 
Seals of the Cauzies:. 


Caazy al Caazaat Mowlavy Ally Khawn. 

Caazy Tucky Allee Khawn, Caazy of the city of Benares. 

Caazy Rahmut Ally Khawn, Caazy of Chunar in the diftri@ of 
Benares. 

Caazy Sied Mohummud Amman.. 

Meer Caamil Ally, deputy of Caazy Tucky Ally Khawn. 

Vellayet Ally Khawn, nephew to Caazy Tucky Ally Khawn. 


Seals of the Moofties: 


Moofty Kurrimoolla, Moofty of the city of Benares. 

Moofty Mohummud Akber Ally Khawn, Moofty of Jownpoor in 
the diftrict of Benares. 

Molavy Mohummud Nafeh, Moofty to his Majefty. 

Moofty Ameer o’din, Moofty of Chunar Ghur. 

Shekh Enayet Ally, brother to Moofty Kurrimoolla. 

Sheikh Golaum Hofein, brother to Moofty Tofel Ally, deceafed.. 


Moofty Arfud.. 


Seals of the Learned Men,. 


Molavy Sied Buddy o’din Ahmud.. 
Molavy Seraj al huc.. 
Molavy Fayk Ally. 
Molavy Golaum Hofein.. 
Molavy. 
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Molavy Abdal Hady. 
Molavy Selamut Ally. 
Molavy Fukher o’din Mohammud. 
Molavy Zeffer Ally 
Molavy Nujecb Oolla 
Molavy Wafil Ally. , 
Molavy Ahmud Oolla, Molavy to his Mayjefty. 
Molavyy Mohummud Athlum. 


Seals of the Principal People, the Men of Family, and the 
Munfubdars, or Men holding offices. 


Ameer o’Dowla Nawaub Mohammed Akber Khawn Behauder, 
brother to Mofud o’Dowla. 

Nawaub Abdal Ahad Khawn Behauder. 

Nawaub sicd Mohummud Baher Khawn, fon of Nawaub Ally Jah 
Caufim Ally Khawn. 

Nawaub Sied Abdoolla Khawn, fon of ditto. 

Nawaub Sied Golaum Ally, grandfon of ditto. 

Nawaub Sied Budder o’'din Mohummud Khawn, fon of ditto. 

Nawaub Sied Abdul Ally Khawn, fon of ditto. 

Nawaub Sied Golaum Hofein Khawn, fon of ditto. 

Meer Mohummud Nafir Khawn, fon-in-law to ditto. 

Nawaub Sied Fuzzel Ally Khawn, fon to Nawaub Rooftum Ally 
Khawn, who was proprietor of Benares. 

Sied Afzul Ally Khawn, grandfon to Rooftum Ally Khawn. 

Ameer o’Dowla Azeez ul moolk Nawaub Ally Ibrahim Khawn 
Behauder, Neffer Jung. 

eee Ally 
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Ally Nucky Khawn Behauder. 

Nawaub Nefler o’Dowla Meffeer o’din Ally Khawn Behauder, 
Sumfaum Jung. 

Mirza Mohummud Sauduc, fon-in-law to Nawaub Moneer Dowla 
‘Mohummud Shuja Khawn Behauder Nadir Jung. 

Maharajah Govindram Behauder ——— Jung, Vakeel to the 
Nawaub Vizier. 

Merdaun Ally Khawn, fon of Nawaub Mohummud Ally Khawn 
Hindooftance. _ 

Shuja Ally Khawn, fon of ditto. 

Rajah Daalchund, relation of Juggut Scct. 

Shahab Khawn Neazy, fon of Loll Khawn, who was a man of con- 
fequence under Rajah Bulwunt Sing. 

/ Mohummud Colfim Beg Khawn Bchauder, Aumil of Benares. 
Dubbar ul moolk-Thteram o’Dowla Mirza CuHub Ally Khawn Be- 
hauder Hybut Jung, Aumil of Jownpoor and other pergunnas. 
Kurramut Ally Khawn. | 

Rahmut Oolla Khawn, fuperintendant of Adawhut. 

Abdal Ruffied Khawn. 

Nuzzer Baahy Beg Khawn Behauder. 

Mohummud Athruf Khawn. Pe 

Aith Oolla Khawn, accomptant of Benares.,*" * , 

Rahoob al Aumeen Khawn, relation of the Cay ¢ of Benares, 
Warris Ally Khawn. 

Golaum Hoffein Khawn.. 

Mohfen Ally Khawn. 

Mahboob Ally Khawn. 


Hakeem Rezza Coolly Khawn. 
I Alla 
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Alla Ally Khawn. 
Zeeal Oolla Khawn. 
‘Golaum Turrud Khawn 
Abdal Raheem Khawn. 
Ally Ahmud Khawn. 
Sied Amjud Ally Khawn, Jagheerdar of Jownpoor. 
Noor o’din Mohummud Khawn.. 
Jumaul o’din Ally Khawn. 
Sied Fuzzel Ally Khawn, Jagheerdar of Jownpoor. 
Sied Mafooz Ally Khawn. 
Mohummud Athruf Khawn. 


Seals of the Rajah, Ranny, and Bauboos, Sc. 


Rajah Mehipnarain Sing Behauder, Rajah of Benares. 

Ranny Golaub Kooer, widow of Rajah Bulwunt Sing, deceafed. 

Bauboo Bhoopnarain Sing, brother of Rajah Mehipnarain Sing 
Behauder. | | 

Bauboo Ooffaun Sing, deputy of Rajah Bulwunt Sing, and Chyte 
Sing. | 

Bauboo Juggut Sing, nephew of Rajah Bulwunt Sing. 

Bauboo Pertaub Sing, fon of Bauboo Munniar Sing, nephew of 
Rajah Bulwunt Sing. 

_ Bauboo Anfoo Maun Sing, fon of ditto. 

Bauboo Dullup Sing, fuperintendant of the affairs of Rajah Mehip- 
narain Sing Behauder. 

Lalla Sadanund, Bukhfhy and Dewan to Rajah Chyte Sing. 

Bauboo 
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Bauboo Seoperun Sing, fon of Bauboo Ojeib Sing, deputy of Rajah 
Mehipnarain Sing Behauder. 

Bauboo Duljeect Sing, fon-in-law of Bauboo Ojeib Sing. 

Bauboo Sunker Ruttun Sing, relation of Rajah Bulwunt Sing. 

Bauboo Sumboo Ruttun Sing, his brother. 

Rajah Bhuggut Sing, Zemindar of Pergunna Chowla in the diftrict 
of Benares. 

Rajah Bhawboot Deo, Zemindar of a: Balea j in the diftrict 
of Benares. 

Rajah Amba Sunker Pundit, late fuperintendant of the mint. 

Bauboo Sernaum Sing Bowhor, relation to Rajah Bulwunt Sing. 

Sied Himayet Ally Khawn, grandfon of the Nawaub Rooftum Ally 
Khawn, deceafed. 


Seals of the Mabometan Inhabitants and Refidents at Benares. 


Sheikh Mohummud Hofein Yahob, Caunoongo of Havély Benares. 
Sheikh Mohummud Ally, Meer Adil of Benares. 

Sheikh Rahmut Ally, brother of ditto. 

Hakeem Abdoolla. 

Hakeem Futteh Ally. 

Khauja Abdoolla. 

Khauja Mohummud Ally. 

Khauja Fyze Ally. 

Mirza Affud Oolla Beg. 

Meer Haddy, Daroga of Mirzapoor cuftoms appertaining to Benares. 
Sheikh Koob Oolla. 


Mirza Golaum Nukfh Bund. | | 
LZz Meer 
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Meer Mohummud Weigeah. 
Sheikh Mohummud Fakeer. 
Mirza Ally Akber, fon of Mirza Fyze Oolla Beg, companion of 
Rajah Chyte Sing. 
Mirza Newazifh Ally. 
Mullic Aukil Oolla. 
Mullic Junnut Hofein. 
Mullic Mozuffer Hofein. 
Mullic Futteh Oolla. 
Sheikh Khaudim Ally. 
Khauja Abdul Hoffein. 
Sheikh Aumeen al Huc. 
Sied Subz Ally Hdffeince. © 
Sheikh Hoffein Ally. 
Mirza Mohummud Bukhth. 
Sied Golaum Hyder. 
Hakeem Meer Golaum Ally Jownpoory. 
Sheikh Mohummud Buffur, Aumeen of the city. 
Mirza Muckoo. 
Mirza Jaffer Beg. 
Mirza Boohy Beg. 
Mirza Affoor Beg. 
Peer Mohummud Khawn. | | 
Sheikh Mohummud Mah, Zemindar of the Kuttra of Sheikh Seleem 
in the city of Benares. 
Mirza Abdoolla Beg. 
Khauja Fyze Ally Saany. 
Mirza Mohummad Sajah. 
2 | Meer 
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Meer Bifm Oolla. 
Sheikh Noor Mohummud. 
Siedy Rajeb. 
Mohumud Awaadaun Khawn. 
Sheikh Shahad Ally. 
Sheikh Subkut Oolla. 
Sied Cubner Ally. 
Sheikh Maun Oolla. 
Mirza Mohummud Cauzim. 
Mirza Mohib Ally, fucceffor to the Punjah Shereef. 
Sheikh Golaum Hofein, fucceffor to the Imaum barra. 
Neaémut Beg, merchant. 
Mirza Jaffer Ally, Moonfhy. , 
Sied Fuzzel Ally. 
Sheikh Tauleb Ally. 
Hokeem Mirza Hoffeiny. 
Salema Beg. 
Mohummud Cauzim. 
Tauleb Ally. 
Sheikh Fyze Oolla. 
Mirza Karim Beg. 
Mirza Azcez Beg. 
Mirza Ally Azeem Jownpoory. 
Haujy Jumfhed Beg. 
Mohummud Wujee. 
Cureem Ally. 
Mirza Hoffun Ally. | 
LZ2Z 2 | Sied 
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Sied Saad Ooolla. 
Mirza Mohummud Rehmut Oolla Beg. 


Seals of refpetiable Hindoo Inhabitants of Benares. 


Beneram Pundit, Vakeel of Mahraja Moodajee Bhoofla of Naugpoor 
Maratta. | 

Lalla Chumput Roy, Aumeen of Benares. 

Roy Beyoo Loall. 

Roy Seo Sing. 

Lalla Sunder Dafs, brother of Lalla Chumput Roy. 

Mujlifs Roy, fon in law of Buggut Dewan of Rajah Chyte Sing. 

Roy Shadoo Ram, fon of Rey Mahudeo Ram, Dewan of the Sooba 
of Tlahabad. 

Lalla Mooteeram, Naib of Lalla Chumput Roy Aumeen. 

Lalla Nehal Chund, brother of Roy Shadoo Ram. 

Lalla Kifhen Perfaud. 

Lalla Bechun Loll. 

Lalla Hurnaum Heera. 

Lally Bufty Loll. 

Lalla Ramdhun. 

Lalla Rambukfh. 

Lalla Sambool Sing. 

Lalla Sanaul Sing. 

Lalla Herra Loll. | 

LaiJa Ram Dyall. 

Lalla Seojee Mull. 

Laila Seonarain. 


Lalla 
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Lalla Ramperfaud. | 
Moonfhy Maunie Chund. 
Lalla Shitaub Roy. 
Lalla Jehangheery Mull. 
Row Behauder Sing, king’s officer. 
Lalla Mohun Sing, ditto. 
Khawn Dafs, a fervant at the mint. 
Lalla Mootee Loll. 
See Sing. 
Lalla Mungul Sein, Vackeel of Rajah Chyte Sing. 
Dulpet Roy. 


Seals of thofe who enjoy Penfions and Allowances. 


Meer Sufder Ally Jagheerdar of Shah Ahmud Hoffein, brother « 


Jownpoor. ditto. 

Meer Bauker Ally, do. do. Shah Aumeer o’Din, relation o 
Shekh Fuzzel Ally, nephew of ditto... 

Moofty Kereem Oolla. Sheikh Golaum Gous. 
Meer Mohummud Ibrahim. Sheikh Mafoom Allum. 
Mirza Caumil Ally Beg. ' Izzut Ally Koreifhy. 
Sied Nejabut Ally. Kowut Ally. 

Sied Mobaurek Ally. Noor Ally. 

Bowauny Sunker. Sheikh Golaum Meer. 
Setaram Sunker. Sheikh Rehmut Ally. 
Pallyram Miffer. Sheikh Sooban Ally. 
Shah Ahmud Abdooh. Derveifh Ally Hofeiny. . 


’ | Inayet: 
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Inayet Ally. 

Roufhun Ally. 

Golaum Hoffein. 

Fuzzel Ally. 

Golaum Hofein Ally. 

Doft Ally. 

Sied Kummer Ally. 

Fyze Ally. 

Mehr Ally Hofeinee. 

Sied Golaum Iffa. 

Sied Mohummud Ewez. 
Hera Geer. | 

Goffin Omer Geer. : 
Churn Geer. 

Shadoo Ram. 

Dowlut Ram Naunuc Shahee. 
Moffurruf Ally Hoffeinee. 
Mohummud Ally Ahmudy. 
Sied Azmut Ally. 

Perifram Gheer. 

Munny Ram. 

Ram Ghurreeb. 


Ganga Dutt, brother of Sirikifhn. 


Gopee Nund. 
Obyram. 
Doorga Dutt. 
Gunput Bramin. 


Wahud Ally. 

Deleree Ally. 

Morad Afhruf. 

Sheikh Fuzz] Ally. 

Shah Mohummud Ally. 

Sheikh Mohummud Newaz Sid- 
dahy. | 

Shah Mohummud Ewuz. 

Sied Jubbar Ally. 

Golaum Sherf o’Din. 

Mohummud Aufauk. 

Sheikh Enayet Mucdoom. 

Reayet Ally. 

Ahmud Ally. 

Hyder Ally. 

Mohummiud Kulleel. 

Meher Ally. 

Golaum Hoffein. 

Imaum Ally. 

Mohee o’Din Acber. 

Acber Ally. - 

Fuzzel o’Din. 


Mohummud Azeem o’ Din. 


’ Golaum Ruffool. 


Rokun o’Din. 
Golaum Meer. 
Afhruff Ally Beg. 
Khaja 
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Khaja Mohummud Mah. Mirza Bubber Ally Beg. 
Affoor Ally Beg. Bekun Miffer. 
Mohummud Afhruf. Seetaram. 

Meer Rooftum Ally. _ Danoondar Churn, 
Meer Hyder Ally. Mohummud Mah. 
Niffar Ally. 


An Addre/s under the Signatures of the Pundits of Mebrifht and Nau- 
gur, and other Bramins of Benares, written in the Shanfcrit 


language and the Déo-enaugry Charaéters. 


* This Paper was drawn up on a Friday in the Month of Karteek, the 
Moon being in her Increafe, and the Teethe, .Adde-gooa, in the 
Year 1709 of the Saka /Era, corre{ponding with the 1844th Year 
of Veekram,+ Y ooga-kritta-dhrittee + 


~—B. 


WE, the inhabitants.of Benares, and the people of the country who 
happen to be there, declare what we know according to truth. We 
‘live comfortably and happily in confequence of feveral things, of 
which the Governor General, Mr. Haftings, that diftinguifhed man, 


_ * This, and the two following teftimonials, were tranflated from the original Shanfcrit: 
by Mr. Wilkins, and are inferted inftead of the official tranflations, which were ren-. 
dered from incorrect tranflations in the Perfian language. 
+ Veckramadedtya. + A technical term. 
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fo eminent for great humanity, and abundant wife regulations, was 
the caufe. 

Amongtt other things are thefe : 

Firft.—He took great pains to promote the welfare of the inha- 
bitants of the city of the Lord of the Univerfe, which is the great 
object of pilgrimage to the four tribes, from every part of the 
country. 

Second.—During his government he caufed us to dwell in peace 
and refpectability. 

‘Third.—In confequence of the very heavy tolls impofed by the 
Ganga-Pootras, very few pilgrims were wont to come. He caufed 
them to be abolifhed, fo that, at prefent, good men, freed from 
thofe impediments, perceiving the never-before-experienced facility 
with which they can perform this neceffary part of their duty, gladly 
come, with eafe,_as pilgrims from all countries. 

Fourth.—He appointed the Navab Ally Ibrahim Khan, a man 
without corruption, chief magiftrate for the protection of Benares, 
and the adminiftration of equity and juftice; and for the purpofe 
of inveftigating the difputes of the four tribes, and the aliens re- 
fpectively, there prefide fome of the moft diftinguifhed among the 
Brahmans and Muffulmans. And he gave him a commiffion con- 
taining the ftricteft inftructions calculated to give eafe, and free from 
vexation all the people of this country. And this magiftrate, by 
preventing all his officers from accepting prefents and taking bribes, 
renders the inhabitants much happier than they were during the ad- 
miniftration of Bulwant Sing and Cheyt Sing. 

Fifth—Whenever that man of vaft renown, the Governor Ge- 
neral, Mr. Haftings, returned to this place, and people of all ranks 


were 
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were affembled, at that time he gladdened the heart of every one by 
his behaviour ; which confifted of kind wifhes, and agreeable con- 
verfation ; expreflions of compaffion for the diftrefled, acts of polite- 
nefs, and a readinefs to relieve and protect every one alike without 
diftinction. 

* Sixth.—To pleafe us dull people, he caufed a fpacious mufic gal- 
lery to be built, at his own expence, over the gateway of the temple 
of Veefwéfwar, which is efteemed the head jewel of all places of 
holy vifitation. 

Seventh.—He never, at any time, nor on any occafion, either by 
neglecting to promote the happinefs of the people, or by looking with 
the eye of covetoufnefs, difplayed an inclination to diftrefs any in- 
dividual whatfoever. | : 

Thus have we truly reprefented the happinefs derived from the 
good adminiftration of Mr. Haftings, Jaladat Jung; whence the 
renown of the King and Company, which, like the new moon, is 
the univerfal hope, fills all Hindoftan, and is awake over very fa- 
mous and extenfive country. We, therefore, who are in peace, 
made happy and free from trouble, heartily pray for the profperity 
of the merciful King and Company’s empire, whofe fubjects are well 
governed. May it be fuccefsful! ' 


* Mr. Haftings has no other concern in this a, than in having given a commiffion 
to Ally Ibrahim Khan, to purchafe a fmall piece of ground which obftructed the ap- 
proach tothe temple. The ground belonging to many proprietors, one of whom refufed 
to part with his property in it, it was not till after his death, and Mr. Haftings’s de- 
parture from India, that Ally [brahim Khan obtained poffeffion of the ground, and 
erected the gallery mentioned in the text ; but refufed to be reimburfed for the expence 
incurred by thefe benefactions ; Mr. Haftings not unwillingly relinquifhing to a pro- 
feffor of the intolerant religion of Mahommed, but one of the moft liberal and bene- 
volent of men, the credit of having completed and embellifhed a ftructure of idolatrous 
worfhip. 


AA Total 
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Total fignatures to the preceding addrefs, 178, which conveying no 


information that can either inftruct or entertain the Englifh reader, 
are therefore omitted. 


Cc. 


An Addrcfs in the Shanfcrit Language, and in the Bengal Charaéter, 
figned by the Bengal Pundits refiding at Benares. 


Reprefentations of fundry Perfons, who have taken up their abode in 
the City of Benares, and of Pilgrims from various Parts of the 
Country, to the illuftrious King of Kings, the Ruler of the Englib 
Nation, and the profperous Company.—Particulars : 


Firft.—WE are filled with attachment for the great Mr. Haftings, 
by his affable and affectionate behaviour towards us. 
Second.—During the time that great man was in this country, he 
took great pains to promote our welfare, and fecure to us our honour 
and refpectability. | 
Third—By the bleffing of that great man, we who live here 
enjoy great happinefs ; and in confequence of his having punifhed 
certain bad men, people from all quarters come torefide here. 
Fourth.—For the purpofe of protecting the good inhabitants of 
this place, and punifhing the wicked, having inquired for a perfon 
of wifdom, who was verfed in a varicty of books of divine ordinance, 
con{cientious, and void of avarice, whom he might employ to try 
thofe who are followers of the Veds, according to their laws called 
Dharam-Saftras, and the ftrangers by their own cuftoms, at length 
that great man, Mr. Haftings, appointed fuch a one in the perfon 
of their virtuous Navob Ally Ibraheem Khan; in confequence of 
3 which, 
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which, we all of us, at prefent, experience greater protection than, 
during the former, neglect. 

Fifth.—When that great man came to this place, he paid fome 
f{uitable compliment to every one who went to vifit him. 

Sixth.—For the glory of Eefwar, and conftant fuccefs in life, that 
great man caufed a mufic gallery to be built, at a very great expence, 
for the public ufe, under a pavillion of ftone, near the outward gate 
of the temple of Vecfwéfwar. 

Seventh.—During his ftay amongft us, we were treated by him in 
every refpect as if we had been his children ; and there was not any 
thing he could do for us neglected or omitted. 

Eighth.—Through 4im we enjoy happinefs:—through 47m, too, 
the illuftrious King of Kings, the ruler of the Englifh nation, and 
only afylum of the diftreffed, and the profperous Company, have 
obtained that great renown they poflefs in this country. And fo we 
conftantly pray for him ! 

This is the reprefentation of the inhabitants of the city of Eefwar. 

Total feals and fignatures to this addrefs, 112. | 

The names are omitted for the fame reafon as thofe to the preceding 


~ addrefs. 
eaReY Se 


D. 


An Addref{s in the Hindoftany Language, and in the Goojrauty 
Character, figned by the Bankers of the Now Putty Quarter, and 
by the Merchants, Sc. of Benares. 

WE, who live under the authority of the aufpicious Company, 


having heard, that the principal men of the Englifh nation are dif- 
4A 2 pleafed 
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pleafed withthe great Mr. Haftings, (of whofe profound knowledge, 
conftancy of mind, exceffive humanity, mildnefs of fpeech, and 
other worthy and ornamental qualities with which he is adorned, the 
whole body of the learned fing in praife, and with the glory of the 
full moon of whofe renown the whole carth is illuminated,) upon 
fufpicion of his having taken from us, the people of this land, our 
property by force and fraud, and by thefe means rendered the country 
defolate ; in order to remove thofe fufpicions from the minds of 
thofe principal men, and refcue from infamy the name of one who 
walketh in the path of juftice, proceed to make known his good 
deeds: 

He eftablifhed the three orders of the people, the higher, the 
middling, and the commonalty, in the exercife of their refpective 
religious rites and cuftoms, and enjoyment vf their particular ho- 
nours ; and being of a mild difpofition, and naturally void of inor- 
dinate defires, he governed them like a father. 

He rewarded the learned in fcience, and thofe who were only 
learners with honorary gifts, according to the merits of their re- 
{pective works, 

From a long refidence in this country, he became acquainted with 
all the policy of its government. ‘ 

During his adminiftration, the whole of the people lived free from 
trouble. They executed the duties of attending and fuperintending 
their particular callings, and were fupremely happy. 

This is the belief of all the inhabitants of this country. 

Total fignatures to this addrefs, 402. 

The names are omitted for the fame reafon as afligned in the pre- 
ceding addrefs., 

MOOR- 
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MOORSHEDABAD. 
E. 


No. 7. Copy of a Lerter from the Refident at the Durbar, and of 
Tranflations of Perfian Papers which accompanied it. 


Jo Epwarp Hay, E/g. Secretary to the Government. 


SIR, 

HIS Highnefs the Nabob Mobarek ul Dowla has fent me the 
accompanying papers, relating, as he informs me, to Mr. Haftings, 
defiring I will immediately forward them to the right honourable the 
Governor General. 

I have numbered them 1 and 2, and am, Sir, 

Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed ) PETER SPEKE, 


Moradbaugh, Refident Durbar. 
February 14, 1788. 


Papers recerved February 16, 1788, and tranflated purfuant to an 
Order from the Governor General in Council, dated April 27, 
1788, marked 

F, 
IT is written for the information and knowledge of the gentlemen 


in power under the King and Company of England, that we have at 
this 
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this time learnt by the news from Europe, that a few perfons, not 
being fully acquainted with the real ftate and cuftoms of this country, 
have reprefented matters with refpect to Mr. Haftings, contrary to 
truth and fact, have thrown the minds of the minifters and people 
of England into a ftate of doubt, and have injured Mr. Haftings, 
and afperfed his character. As Mr. Haftings, from the time of his 
arrival until his departure, adminiftered the affairs of this country 
with great propriety and fplendour; always fought the profperity 
and welfare of the family of Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jaffier Kaun, 
deceafed, according to the purport of the treaties and engagements ; 
laboured for the fatisfaction for the prefervation of the character, 
and honour of every one, according to his rank and ftation; and 
avoided every circumftance which could occafion us diftrefs or indig- 
nity ; we were, and are pleafed and fatisfied with him. It is there- 
fore incumbent on us to write without diminution, and according to 
the truth, what we have feen and heard of the particulars of Mr. 
Haftings’s conduct. Firft. The whole period of Mr. Haftings’s 
refidence in this country exhibited his good conduct towards the 
inhabitants. No oppreffions nor tyranny were admitted over any one. 
He obferved the rules of refpect and attention to ancient families. 
He did not omit the performance of the duties of politenefs and 
civility towards all men of rank and ftation, when an interview took 
place with them. | 

Secondly. In affairs concerning the government and revenues, he 
was not covetous of other men’s money and property ; he was not 
open to bribery. He reftri€ted the farmers and officers in their op- 
preffions, in a manner that prevented them from exercifing that 


tyranny 
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tyranny, which motives of felf intereft and private gain might in- 
{tigate them to obferve towards the Ryotts and helplefs. 

Thirdly. During his adminiftration, no war or commotion arofe 
in this country ; no man’s property was plundered; but every one 
of every rank lived in perfect eafe and fecurity. 

Fourthly. When from the great want of rain there were appear- 
ances of a famine, and it was on the eve of happening, when thou- 
fands would have perifhed, he laboured with every exertion to pre- 
vent it; he brought grain from the inland diftri€ts, and in order to 
relieve the people hé abolifhed the duties on grain. He feverely 
threatened the dealers in grain, that no hardthip might be felt by 
any one. 

Fifthly. He eftablifhed the civil and criminal (Dewanny and 
Fougedary) courts upon proper rules, ‘fo that the lives and proper- 
ties of men were protected from the evil acts of thieves and mur- 
derers. He regulated punifhments according to the rules of the 
- Koran, and ordained that each fect fhould be tried according to its 
refpective laws laid down in the Shafter and Koran. 

Sixthly. He ufed great exertions to cultivate the country, to in- 
creafe the agriculture and revenues. He tranfacted the bufinefs of 
the country and revenues without deceit, and with perfect propriety 
and rectitude. 

Seventhly. He refpected the learned and wife men ; and in order 
for the propagation of learning, he built a college, and endowed it 
with a provifion for the maintenance of the ftudents ; infomuch, 
that thoufands reaping the benefits thereof, offer up their prayers for 
the profperity of the King of England, and for the fuccefs of the 


Company. 
Eightly. 
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Eighthly. He was not haughty in temper, nor was he fond of 
ftate and luxury; he did not feek his own eafe, but at all times 
laboured for the profperity of the country, and the fecurity of its 
inhabitants. . 

Ninthly. So great was the ftrength, and power, and grandeur, 
and fame, and magnanimity of the government of his Majefty, of 
the Company, and the Englifh nation, throughout all Hindoftan, 
during his adminiftration, that no one could eftablith the ftandard of 
rebellion. In fhort, he was incomparable for his difpofition and 
virtues ; and from the length of his refidence in this country, he 
was fully acquainted with the manners and cuftoms of it, and tranf- 
acted all affairs accordingly, and with credit and propriety. 

Dated 29th Zeffer, 1202, or December 10, 1787. 


The Seals upon this Addrefs. 


Nawaub Matimin Moolk Mobarek ul Dowla, Sied Mobarek Ally 
Khan Behadre Feroze Jung, Nazim of the Soobahs Bengala, 
Behar, and Orefa. 

Nawaub Munny Begum, widow of Nawaub Meer Mahommed 
Jaffier Khan, deceafed, and motherof Nawaub Nudgim ul Dowla, 
deceafed. | | 

Junaub Bubboo Begum Saheba, widow of Nawaub Meer Mahom- 
med Jaffier Khan, deceafed, mother of Nawaub Motimin Moolk 
Behadre Ferofe Jung. 

Kyrun Niffa Beegum, fifter of Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jaffer 
Khan, deceafed. 


Nufeeffa 
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Nufeeffa un Niffa Beegum, fifter of Nawaub Meer Mahommed 
Jaffier Khan, deceafed. 

Nawaub Meer Murteza Khan Behadre Affud Jung, fon of Na- 
waub Sauduc Ally Khan, deceafed, and grandfon of .Nawaub 
Meer Mahommed Jaffer Khan, deceafed. 

Fetteh Ally Khan, fon of Nawaub Sauduc Ally Khan, deceafed, 
and grandfon of Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jaffier Khan, deceafed. 

Sultaun Mirza Daood, fon of Shah Sullimaun, late King of Eeran, 
and fon-in-law to Nawaub Sauduc Ally Khan, deceafed. 

Nawaub Iftakhar ul Moolk, Affadud Dowla Seid Khulleel Oolla 
Khan Behadre, Ghuzenfur Jung, fon of Sultaun Mirza Daood, 
and fon-in-law to Nawaub Motimin ul Moolk Behadre Feroze 
Jung. , 

Nawaub Imtiaz ul Dowla Sied Ahmud Ally Khan Behadre Galib 
Jung, fon of Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla Bchadre, who is brother 
of Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jafher Khan, dcceafed. 

Sied Banker Ally Khan, hufband of the fifter of Nawaub Mce: 
Mahommced Jaflier Khan, deccafed. 

Juggut Sect Hurk Chund. 

Seet Oby Chund, uncle to Juggut Scet Hurk Chund. 

Seet Meher Chund, uncle to Juggvt Seet Hurk, Chund. 

Sied Mahommed Hofein Khan, eldeft brother of Nawaub Khan 
Khannan Behadre Mozuffer Jung. 

(A true Tranflatc) 


(Signed) G. T. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
{A true Copy) KE. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 
A. B Under 
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Under the Seals as underwritten from the Inhabitants of Akbarnagur, 
commonly called Rajemahal, marked 


G. 


IT is written for the information and knowledge of the gentlemen 
in power under the King and Company of England, that we have 
at this time learnt by the news from Europe, that a few perfons, not 
being fully acquainted with the real ftate and cuftoms of this 
country, have reprefented matters with refpect to Mr. Haftings con- 
trary to truth and fact, have thrown the minds of the minifter and 
people of England into a ftate of doubt, and have injured Mr. Haft- 
ings, and afperfed his character. As Mr. Haftings trom the time of 
his arrival until his departure, adminiftered the affairs of the country 
with great propriety and {plendour ; always fought the profperity and 
welfare of the family of Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jafficr Khan, 
deceafed, according to the purport of the treaties and engagements ; 
laboured for the fatisfaction, and for the prefervation of the character 
and honour of every one, according to his rank and ftation; and 
avoided every circumftance which could occafion us diftrefs or indig- 
nity ; we werc, and are pleafed.and fatisficd with him. It is there- 
fore incumbent on us to write without diminution, and according to 
the truth, what we have feen and heard of the particulars of Mr.. 
Haftings’s conduct. | 

Firft. The whole period of Mr. Haftings’s refidence in this country 
exhibited his good condu&t towards the inhabitants. No oppreffions 
or tyranny were admitted over any one. He obferved the rules of 
re{pect and attention to ancient families. He did not omit the per- 


formance 
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formance of the duties of politenefs and civility towards all men 
of rank and ftation when an interview took place with them. 

Secondly. In affairs concerning the government and revenues, he 
was not covetous of other men’s money and property. He was not 
open to bribery. He reftricted the farmers and efficers in their op- 
preffions, in a manner that prevented them from exercifing that 
tyranny, which motives of felf intereft and private gain might infti- 
gate them to obferve towards the ryotts and helplefs. 

Thirdly. During his adminiftration no war or commotion arofe in 
the country ; no man’s property was plundered ; but every one of 
every rank lived in perfect cafe and fecurity. 

Fourthly. When from the great want of rain there were appear- 
ances of a famine, and it was on the eve of happening, when thou- 
fands would have perifhed, he laboured with every exertion to pre- 
vent it; he brought grain from the inland diftri¢ts, and in order to 
rclicve the people, he abolifhed the duties on grain; he feverely 
threatened the dealers in grain, that no hardfhip might be felt by 
any one. 

Fifthly. He eftablifhed the civil and criminal (Dewanny and 
Fougedary) courts upon proper rules, fo that the lives and properties 
of men were protected from the evil ‘ads of thieves and murderers. 
He regulated the punifhments according to the rules of the Koran, 
and ordained that cach {e<t fhould be tried according to its refpective 
Jaws laid down in the Shatter and Koran. 

Sixthly. He ufed great exertions to cultivate the country, to increafe 
the agriculture and revenues. He tranfacted the bufinefs of the 
country and revenues without deceit, and with perfect propricty and 


rectitude. 
4B2 Seventhly. 
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Seventhly. He refpected the learned and wife men; and in order 
for the propagation of lexming, he built a college, and endowed it 
with a provdion for the maintenance of the ftudents ; infomuch, 
that thoutands reaping the benefit thercof, offer up their prayers for 
the profperity of the King of England, and for the fuccefs of the 
Company. . 

Kighthly. He was not haughty in temper, nor was he fond of 
ftate and luxury: he did not feek his own eafe; but at all times 
laboured for the profperity of the country, and the fecurity of its 
inhabitants. | 

Ninthly. So great was the ftrength, and power, and grandeur, 
and fame, and magnanimity of the government of his Majefty, of 
the Company, and the Englifh nation, throughout all Hindoftan, 
during his adminiftration, that no one could eftablifh the ftandard of 
rebellion. In fhort, he was incomparable for his difpofition and 
virtues ; and from | the length of his refidence in this country, he 
was fully acquainted with the manners and cuftoms of it, and tranf- 
acted all affairs accordingly, and with credit and propriety. 

Dated 2d Rubbee ulfanny, 29th year of the reign, January 12,.— 

1788, 20 Akbernagur, commonly called Rajemabal.. 
¥ 


The Seals upon this Addrefs.. 


Nawaub Imtiaz ul Dowla Sied Ahmud Ally Khan Behadre Ghalib . 
Jung... | 

Sied Mahfoom Ally Khan Behadre, fon of Nawaub Aboo al Coffim. 
Khan, deceafed, who is fon-in-law to Nawaub Meer Mahommed . 
Jaffier Khan, deceafed. 


1 Bafloob 
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Baffoob addeen Ally Khan, grandfon to Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, 
deceafed. 

Sied Mahommed Nucky, fon-in-law to Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, 
deceafed. 

Sied Aboo al Hoffein, grandfon to Nawaub [htaram ul Dowla, deceafed.. 

Sied Torab Ally, grandfon to Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, deceafed.. 

Sied Nuzzer Ally Khan, fon-in-law to Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, 
deceafed. 

Sied Currum Ally, fon of Sied Fuzl ulla Khan, king’s officer. 

Sied Haddy Ally Khan Behadre, fon-in-law to Nawaub Ihtaram ul 
Dowla, deceafed. — | 

Sied Hyder Ally, grandfon to Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, deceafed. 

Sied Sumfodeen Ally, grandfon to .Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, 
deceafed. 

Sied Ally, fuperintendant of the Houfhold to Nawaub Ghalib Jung. 

Abbas Cooly, fuperintendaut of the houfhold to Nawaub Imtiaz 
ul Dowla, deceafed. 

Hoffein Cooly, a fervant to Nawaub Ihtaram ul Dowla, deceafed. 

Sied Affud ulla, a fervant to Nawaub [htaram ul Dowla, deceafed. 

Sied Ally, native of Deccan, a fervant of Nawaub Ghalib Jung. 

Sheikh Hellooll, arze beggy of Nawaub Ghalib Jung. 

Mahommed Azeem, inhabitant of Rajemhal. 

Almanny Loll, Vakeel of Nawaub Ghalib Jung. 

Dulleep Sing, Dewan of Nawaub Ghalib Jung. 

Almanny Loll, Naib Dewan of Nawaub Ghalib Jung.. 

Nund Loll, native of Rajemhal.. 

Thaan Sing, native of Rajemhal. 


~Bhaag Mul Mahagin, banker.. 


tiem 


( 562 ) 
Hem Raje Mahagin, banker. 
Sheikh Abadan, native of Rajyemhal, 
Sheikh Mahommed, inhabitant of Rajemahal. 
{A true Tranflate) 
| (Signed) G. T. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
{A true Copy) ' E. HAY, | 
Secretary to the Government. 


Under the Seals as underwritten, marked 
H. 


THE humble reprefentation of us, the inhabitants and refidents 
of the town of Moorfhedabad, in the kingdom of Bengal, to his 
Majefty, the Minifters, and the Directors of the Eaft India Com- 
pany of England, is as follows: The late Governor Warren Haft- 
ings, Efq. during his adminiftration in this country, from the time 
of his arrival until the period of this departure, at all times gave us 
the greateft fatisfaction, and we were thankful for his good conduct 
and great good qualities. He was always engaged in whatever tended 
to the eafe of the ryotts, to the fecurity, profperity, and cultivation 
of the country. By his firm and well-formed regulations, and by 
his new fyftem for the civil anil criminal (Dewanny and Fougedarry) 
courts, every one was protected from the injuries of robbers and 
murderers.—Juftice was adminiftered according to the tenets of cach 

re{pec- 
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refpective religion and cuftom ; and fuch was the due vigilance and care: 
with which he protected this country, that not one of the troublefome 
and rebellious perfons on its borders could extend over it the hand of 
rapine and invafion. By thefe means we lived in perfect peace and. 
quet. Notwithftanding a {carcity of rain, his meafures prevented. 
the dreadful effects. of famine. Mr. Haftings never fhewed a dif- 
pofition coveting the property or riches, nor cenfuring or injuring | 
the reputation or chaiacter of any onc; nor did he ever accept of 
bribes ; but all times with courteous manners, and proper behaviour, 
performed the civilities and attentions.due to men of rank and power, 
to men of learning and abilities. He eftablifhed colleges for the pro- 
pagation of learning, and endowed them with emoluments of a fuitable 
nature, infomuch, that to this time, thaufands profit by them, and are 
employed in prayers for the profperity of his Majefty,,and for the 
duration of the Company’s adminiftration. The vigor and power 
of his Majefty’s kingdom, the ftrength of the Company and Englifh 
nation, were fo evinced throughout Hindoftan, during the govern- 
ment of Mr. Haftings, that no one elevated the f{tandard of difobe- 
dience. In fhort, during Mr. Haftings’s government we lived in 
perfect peace and fecurity ; we did not in the leaft refpect experience 
diftrefs or uncafinefs, but are pleaded and fatished with his virtues 
and good qualities. | 


The Scals upon this Addrefs.—Seals of Cauzies, Learned Men, and 
Men of Charaéier.. 


Sied Ahmud Ally Khan, Head Cauzy of Soobahs, Bengala, Behar,. 


and Oriffa. 
Sied.: 
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Sied Mahommed Hoffein Khan, Cauzy of the town of Moorfhedabad. 
Moofty Ahameddy, Head Moofty of Soobahs Bengala, Behar, and 
Oriffa. | 
Cauzy Sied Zellal ul Dien Hyder, Naib to the Head Cauzy. 
Cauzy Sheikh Zeal ulla Naib Cauzy. 
Cauzy Sheikh Mahommed Ally Naib Cauzy. 
Molovy Budder ul Hoffcin, Molovy of Adaulut. 
Molovy Jellall ul Deen. 
Molovy Meer Mahommed Ally, grandfon of Molovy Mahommed 
Zakcer Khan, deceafed. 
Molovy Ahmud Oolla Anfarry. 
Molovy Ahmed Ally. 
Molovy Mahommed Haddy. 
Molovy Mahommed Arhum. 
Molovy Mahommed Aheen. 
Molovy Mahommed Mowein Tubba Tubba._ 
Molovy Sied Akber Ally Ruzzy. 
Molovy Owleah Ahameddy. 
Molovy Sied Ahmed Ally. 
Molovy Yoofoph Khan. 
Molovy Hyder Hofiein. . 
Molovy Sied Ally al Hoffeiny. 
Molovy Sheikh Fukher ul Deen Mahommed. 
Molovy Minhaje ul Deen. - 
Molovy Meer Rofhun Ally Hoffeiny. 


Seals. 
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Seals of the Perfons of Family and Rank. 


Omdutun Neffa Boho Beegum, widow of Nawaub Seraje ul Dowla, 
deceafed. | 
Serf ul Deen Ally Khan, fon of Afhruf Ally Khan, grandfon of 
Nawaub Jaffier Ally Khan, deceafed. 

Sied Haddy Ally Khan, nephew to Nawaub Jaffier Ally Khan, 
deceafed. 

Izaz Ally Khan, fon of Nawaub Shucker ulla Khan, and grandfon 
to Nawaub Sufraze Khan, deceafed. 

. Hoffein Rezza Khan, grandfon to Nawaub Mohabut Jung, deceafed. 

Sied Khadim Ally Khan, fon of Nawaub Khadim Hoffein Khan 
Behadre, deceafed. ° 

Mohabut Ally Khan, brother to Nawaub Seraje ul Dowla, deceafed. 

Sied Ally Khan, high fteward of the Nizamut, fon of Sied Bauker 
Ally Khan, brother-in-law to Nawaub Jaffier Ally Khan, deceafed. 

Itbar Ally Khan Behadre, fuperintendant to the houfhold of Nawaub 
Munny Beegum. 

Hagy Saadut Mund Khan, Nazir to the Dewanny of Bubboo 
Beegum. 

Hakim Sied Ally Khan, fon of Hakim Meer Mahtaub, king’s officer. 

Mahommed Afkerry, fon of Nawaub Futteh ulla Khan Bchadre, 
deceafed. : 

Sied Hoffein Khan, grandfon to Nawaub Serfraz Khan, deceafed. 

Affud Ally Khan, brother-in-law to Mirza Mahommed Eritch 
Khan, deceafed. 

Meerza Ahmed, nephew to Nawaub Shahamut Jung, deceafed. 


-Oahed Ally Khan, brother to Ally Ibrahim Khan Behadre. 
4 C | Omzud 
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Omzud Ally Khan, Mofahib to Nawaub Feroze Jung Behadre. 

Mirza Akber Ally, nephew to Mirza Mahommed Eritch Khan, 
father-in-law to Nawaub Serage ul Dowla, deceafed. 

Ahmed Hofein Khan, fon of Aboo Mahommed Khan, and grandfon 
to Mahommed:Eritch Khan, deceafed. 

Sied Abid, Darogah of the Tofha Kanna of Nawaub Feroze Jung 
Behadre, and nephew to Nawaub Jaffer Ally Khan, deceafed. 
Mirza Serjaat Ally, nephew to Mirza Mohommed Erich Khan, 

deceafed. 

Sheikh Golaum Roffool Khan Behadre, who was commander of 
_ cavalry in the time of Nawaub Jaffier Ally Khan. 

Nesiani Oolla Khan, high fteward to Nawaub Khan Khanan 
Behadre, Mozuffer Jung, ‘Mahommed Reza Khan. 

‘Reza Ally Khan, Arze Beggy to Nawaub Motimen ul Moulk 
Behadre Feroze Jung. 

Sheer Ally Khan, an old fervant of Nawaub Meer Mahommed 
Jaffer Khan, and fon to Meerza Huckim Beg, and Mofahib to 
Nawaub Mahabut Jung, deceafed. 

Meer Nafir Ally, nephew to Nawaub Jaffier Ally Khan, deceafed. 

Nuzzer Ally Khan, Arze Beggy of Nawaub Ally Jah, and fon of 
Golaum Hofein Khan. 

Futteh ‘Ally Khan, relation to Mirza Mahommed Eritch Khan, 
deceafed. 

Hoffein Ally Khan, relation to do. 

Awuz Ally Khan, nephew to Nuffer ulla Khan. 

Sied Fetrut Khan, relation to Nawaub Gyrut Khan, deceafed. 

Sied Ally Nucky Mofaheb to Nawaub Feroze Jung Behadre. 

Mobarek Kooly Khan, fupcrintendant of buildings to Nawaub Feroze 
Jung Behadre Mobarek ul Dowla. 

Mirza 
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Mirza Mahommed Ally, Mofaheb of Nawaub Feroze Jung Be- 
hadre. — | 

Mirza Jumma Beg, do. do. 

Haagy Roffum Ally, Darogah of the privy purfe, and Jeb Khaus of 
Nawaub Feroze Jung Behadre. 

Sied Lootf Ally, relation to Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jaffier Khan, 
deceafed. — | 

Mirza Meer, an old fervant of Nawaub Meer Mahommed Jaffer 
Khan, deceafed. | 

Mahommed Gozur Khan, an old Jemautdar of Nawaub Meer Ma- 
hommed Jaffier Khan, deceafed, 

Sied Yar Ally Khan. 

Meer Jaun Ulla, Naib tothe high fteward of the Nizamut. 

Imam Bukfh Khan, Darogah to the Nizamut elephants. 

Sied Mahommed Morad, Naib of Omdut un Neffa Bhow Beegum. 

Mirza Goozunfer Ally. 

Secunder Khan. 

Buffunt Ally Khaun. 

Fize ulla Khan. 

Azum Khaun. 

Ferhut ulla Khan. 

Mahommed Ryam Khan. 

Inad ul Khan. 

Affrut Ally Khan, Nazer of Omdut un Neffa Bhow..Beegum. 

Golaum Hoffein Khan. 

Mirza Mahommed Mohtuddy. 

Sied Rootub Ally Saadut Serfy. 

sied Mazum Ally. 
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Sied Kullub Ally. 
Bahar Ally Khan. 
Amanut Khan. 
Nuzzer Ally Khan. 
Sied Hoffein Khan Hoffeiny. 
Mirza Mahommeddy Khan. 
Mahommed Setum Khan. 
Sied Zein ul Abdeen, of the chiefs of Mecca. | 
Mahommed Bauker, fon of Mahommed Hoffein, fteward to Nazer 
ul Moulk, fon of Mobarek ul Dowla. 
Mirza Azum Ally, grandfon to Golaum Hoffein Khan Arzbégy 
Behadre. Ally .Khan. 
MAHOMEDANS. 
‘Shaik Mahommed Wally, &c. 
The reft are omitted, bearing no offices or affinity which can render 
them interefting to an Englifh reader, being in number, altogether, 
cighty-one perfons. 


Seals of Perfons in Office. 
Mudubber ul Moolk Bridge Inder, Maha Rajah Sunder Sing Be- 
hadre. 
Roy Monic Chund, Dewan of Nawaub — Beegum. 
Roy Bridge Bullub, fon of Coonge Beharry, — of Maha 
Rajah Janic Ram. : 
Roy Juggut Bullub, fon of do. and grandfon of do. 
Roy Maha Nund, grandfonto Maha Rajah Nund Comar, deceafed. 
Roy Jaun Ram, grandfon to Raja Succut Sing. 
2 | Roy 
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Roy Chyn Ram, grandfon to Raja Succut Sing. 


Rajah Otum Sing, fon of Rajah Madarry Loll, and grandfon to 
Rajah Succut Sing. | 

Onotum Sing, brother to the above. 

Roy Kifhen Chund, fon of Maha Rajah Sunder Sing. 


Roy Khoobram. 


Roy Chunder Sein, brother to Maha Rajah Sunder Sing. 


Roy Nowul Kifwur, Peifhcarto the Nizamut Dewan. 


Ockeel Sing, accountant to the Nizamut. 
Roy Tilluck Chund, accountant to the high fteward of the Nizamut. 


Otmaram, Scriftadar Nizamut. 


Mahrage Sing, Peifhcar to the mufter-mafter of the Nizamut. | 

Neckrage, Seriftadar of the Jagheers of Nawaub Khan Khannan Be- 
hadre Mahommed Rezza Cawan. 

Punn Gopaul. 

Roy Gocul Chund. 


Gopey Perfaud, relation to Maha Rajah Mchinder Behadye. 
‘Dewan -Ramtonoo, Muttefeddy to the Moorfhedabad cuftom houfe. 
‘Coffinaut. . 


Bucktawur Sing. 
Hurry Sing. : 
Moontfhey Tahoor Dofs. 


‘Govind Perfaud. 


Moddo Ram. 

Sunder, fon of the Seriftadar of Nizamut fervants. 
Seo Loll, Muftofy of the Nizamut. 

Holofs Chund. 


Bholanaut. 
Hurkifhen 
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Hurkifhen. 
Roy Neelcunt. 
Dullet Ram. 
Prift Sing. 
Munfaram. 
Amany Loll. 
Luckun Choudry.. 
Ullup Sing. 
Hurry Ram. 
Sumboo Sing. 
Chumroo Roy. 
Hurry Sing. 
Loll Meher Chund, Moonfhy: to the Bhow Beegum. 
Nawind Roy, grandfon to Roy Rada Kifhen. 


Seals of Bankers, Sc. whofe Houfes are eftablifhed in feveral Places.. 


Maha Rajah Dhuje Sree Goffein Butul Noth Peer Moorfheed, head 
of a fect of Hindoos, called Kockla Dhoos in Hindy. 

Guneefh Dofs Ruttun Chund Mal cad 

Gopaul Dofs Shaw. 

Govind Dofs Shaw. a 

Doarka Dofs Shaw. oe a 

Chutter Bhooje Dofs Shaw. 

Lotchmin Dofs Shaw. | 

Kifhen Chund Shaw. 


Nehal Chund Shaw. | 
Lolla 


Loila Sook Loll Shaw. 
Gcan Chund Shaw. | 
(A true Tranflate.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
| Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government, 


No. 8. Copy of a Tranflation of a Letter from the Nabob Vizier of 
Oude to the Governor General, and of a Tranfkition of four Perfian 
Papers which accompanied tt, marked : 


I. 


Recerved, March 8, 1788. 

I HAVE learnt that Mr. Haftings has written to the Gentlemen 
refiding in Calcutta to write the particulars of the conduct he obferved 
during his government in India, on the part of the Company, to- 
‘wards ‘the chiefs of Hindoftan, and that they fhould firft acquaint 
‘you therewith, and obtain your cénfent. Your Lordfhip has been 
pleafed not to forbid thofe who were inclined to write with their own 
‘free will. The chiefs and people of Bengal and Benares have written 
papers voluntarily : and as Iam myfelf, and my minifters and chief 
people about me are perfectly pleafed with Mr. Haftings’s conduc, 
we have, therefore, written a paper declaring our fatisfaction with it, 
‘and tranfmit it to your Lordfhip. If your Lordfhip fhould be 
pleafed, and the papers written by the people of Bengal, &c. fhould 


arrive 
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arrive with your Lordfhip, and your Lordfhip fhould tranfimit them 
to Europe, you will alfo tranfmit thefe papers with them. 
(A true Tranflate.)” 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true copy.) E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. . 





Papers received, March 8, 1788, and tranflated purfuant to an Order 
rom the Governor General in Council, dated April 27, 1788. 


Under the Seal of his Excellenty, the Nawaub Afoph ul Dowla Afoph 
Yah Behadre Vizier ul Momalik. 


K.. 


I HAVE at this time learnt that the Gentlemen in power in Eng- 
Jand, upon the fufpicion that Mr. Haftings, during his adminiftra- 
tion, acted contrary to the rules of juftice and impartiality ; and 
actuated by motives of avidity, was inimical towards men without 
caufe ; that he brokefuch engagcments and treaties as had been made 
between the Company and other chiefs ; that he extended the hand of 
oppreffion over the propertics of men; tore up the roots of fecurity 
and profperity from the land; and rendered the Ryotts and fubjects 
deftitute by force and extortion.* As this accufation, in fact, is defti- 

* Some words are wanted in the original te clofe and complete the fenfe of this 


paffage. From the context of this addrefs, and from the words actually ufed in another 


addrefs which accompanies it, the tranflator has no doubt that the words intended to 
be.inferted are of this import ; viz. ‘ are difpleafed with him.” 
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titute of uprightnefs, and void of truth, therefore, with a view to 
fhew the truth in its true colours, I have written upon this fheet, 
with truth and fincerity, to ferve as an evidence, and to reprefent 
real facts; to ferve alfo as information and communication, that 
Mr. Haftings, from the commencement of his adminiftration until 
his departure for England, whether during the life time of the de- 
ceafed Nawaub, of bleffed memory, Vizier ul Moolk Sujah ul 
Dowla Behadre, my father, or during my government, did not at 
any time tranfact, contrary to juftice, any matter which took place 
from the great friendfhip between me and the Company, nor in any 
bufinefs depart from the path of truth and uprightnefs; but cultivated 
friendfhip with integrity and fincerity, and in every refpect engaged 
himfelf in the duties of friendfhip with me, my minifters, and con- 
fidents, JI am at all times, and in every way, plcafed with, and 
thankful for his friendly manners and qualities; and my minifters and 
confidents, who have always, every one of them, been fatisfied with 
his conduct, are for ever grateful for his friendfhip, and thankful 
for his virtues. As thefe matters are real facts, and according to 
truth, I have written thefe lines as an evidence, and tran{mit this 
paper to England, through the government of Calcutta, for the in- 
formation of the Gentlemen of power afi rank in ‘England. 


(A true Tranflate. ) 
(Signed ) G. F. CHERRY, 


Deputy Perfian ‘Tranflator. 


(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government. 
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Under the Seals of Nawaub Serfraz ul Dowla Nazim ul Moolk Hofein 
Resa Cauwn Bebadre Zuffer ‘fung, and Nawaub Ameer ul Dowla 
Intexam ul Moolk Hyder Beg Khan Behadre Nuzrut ‘fung, marked 


JL. 

IT is at this time learnt by the Nawaub Vizier, and us, his minif- 
ters, that the Gentlemen of power in England are difpleafed with 
Mr. Haftings, on the fufpicion, that during his adminiftration in this 
country, from motives of avidity, he committed oppreffions contrary 
to the rules of juftice, took the properties of men by deceit and force, 
injured the ryotts and fubjctts, and rendered the country deftitute and 
ruined. As the true and upright difpofition of Mr. Haftings is in 
every refpect free of this fufpicion, we therefore with truth and 
fincerity declare, by thefe lines, written according to fact, that 
Mr. Haftings, from the firft of his appointment to the government 
of this country, until his departure for Europe, during his authority 
in the management of the affairs of the country, whether in the life 
time of the Nawaub Sujah ul Dowla Behadre, deceafed, or whether 
during the prefent'reign, did ‘not, in any matters which took place 
from the great friendfhip between this government and the Company, 
act, in anywife, upon motives of avidity, and not having, in any 
refpcdt, other than juftice and propriety in intention, did not fwerve 
from their rules. He kept his Excellency, the Vizier, always 
pleafed and fatisfied by his friendfhip and attention in every matter. 
He, at all times, fhewed favour and kindnefs towards us, the minif- 
ters of this government; and under his protection, having enjoyed 
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perfect happinefs and comfort, we are, from our hearts, fatisfied 
with, and grateful for his benevolence and goodnefs. As by all the 
rules of religion and cuftom, to witnefs with truth procures its 
reward of a good name in this world and hereafter, we have written 
thefe lines to prove our fatisfaction and Mr. Haftings’s good conduct, 
and tran{mit this paper to the Gentlemen in Europe. 
(A true Tranflate.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government. 


Under the Seals as underwritten, marked 


M. 

AT this time it is heard that the Gentlemen in power in Europe are 
difpleafed with Mr. Haftings, in confequence of fufpicions thrown 
out by his enemies, and reprefented to them, that Mr. Haftings, from 
motives of avidity, committed acts, during his adminiftration and 
authority, contrary to the rules of juftice, and extended the hand of 
oppreffion and ufurpation over the property, country, and characters 
of the chiefs of thofe countries, who had connection, or were in 
friendfhip with the Company: therefore, we the people of rank 
belonging to his Excellency the Vizier, upon the principle, that 
making a true and faithful evidence is pleafing to the Almighty, 
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declare what we have ourfelves feen during the adminiftration of 
Mr. Haftings, and write as true, and faithfully witneffed with our 
{cals upon this paper; that from the commencement of Mr. Haftings’s 
government, we have not -feen or experienced any oppreffion or 
tyranny in regard to our defires, our effects, or our property ;_ that 
we have paffed our days in peace and fecurity under his protection ; 
that no injury or detriment has ever happened from him to the cul- 
tivation of the lands ; that no oppofition or hindrance has ever taken 
place from him in the cuftoms of the religion of any fect, every fect, 
whether Hindoo or Mahommedan, performing its religious tenets ac- 
cording toeits profeflions.and rites in perfect fecurity; the dignity 
and character of every perfon was fupported by him according to the 
ref{pective {tation of each; afd every perfon, pleafed and fatisfied with 
his good conduct and difpofition, was always, and continue to be, 
thankful; mankind, from the efforts of his mind, and the power of 
his meafures, were protected from difturbances, and guarded againi{t 
evils, pafling their days in perfect peace and quiet. As thefe par- 
ticulars are individually true, we have therefore warranted this 
paper with our feals, as an evidence, and tran{mit it to the Gentlemen 
in England, in order that in giving evidence of what is true and 
faithful, no neglect tnay be attributed to us, who have feen and wit-. 
neffed the manners and conduct of Mr. Haftings during his admi-: 


niftration. 
The Names on the Seals affixed to this Addrefs, The Seals. 


Caffimally Khan Behadre Kyam Jung. 
Akber Ally Khan Behadre Iftekar Jung. 
Mirza 


\ 
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Mirza Ifmail Ally Khan Behadre. 
Ally Kooly Khan Behadre Sohraab Jung. 
Ahmed Ally Khan Behadre Shoukut Jung. 
Vakeel Sultanut Moktaur Moolk Mudar ul Dowla Behadre. 
Mahommed Ammee Khan Behadre Buffalut Jung. 
Newazifh Ally Khan Behadre Sirdar Jung. 
Ilmafs Ally Khan, Ze Khak Pay Mahommed, 
Mufhrif ul Almafs. 
Rajah Jagenaut Behadre. 
Rajah Tickeet Roy. 
Ibrahim Ally Khan Behadre. 
Lutf Ally Khan Behadre. 
- Shereef Ally Khan Behadre. . 
Ameer Khan Behadre. 
Ramjec Soohar Cafhmeery Mull. 
Rajah Butchraje. 
N. B. On the original is the feal Yah Ulla Moujood Ulla aid 
Waullee. This feal is not on the copy. 
(A true Tranflate. ) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
; Deputy Perfian 'Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) EK. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government. 


No. g. 
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No, g. Copy Tranflation of a Letter from the Nabob of Furruckhabad 
to the Governor General, and a Tranflate of three Perfian Papers 


which accompanied tt. 
From the Nawaub of Furruchabad, marked 
N. 


Received May 31, 1788. 

I HAVE been informed that people in England have accufed 
Mr. Haftings of a conduct that carried with it the deftruction of the 
country, and that tended to difgrace the inhabitants ; and that, in 
order to do away this accufation, the inhabitants of Bengal, Benares, 
and Lucknow, have written, and continue to write, addreffes. As 
I have been for a long time connected with the Company, and have 
not witnefled any act of Mr. Haftings, but that of civility and 
kindnefs ; therefore having, from principles of gratitude, prepared an 
addrefs, expreffive of my fatisfaction, I fend it to your Lordfhip, 
and hope that you will tranfmit it to England, and thus make me in- 
debted to your kindnefs, Confidering me attached to your Lordfhip, 
I truft you will make me happy by frequent letters of kindnefs. 

(A true Tranflate.) 
(Signed ) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) rE. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government. 
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Papers received May 31, 1788, and tranflated, purfuant to an 
“Order from the Governor General in Council, dated April 27, 1788. 


Under the Seal of Nawaub Ghuzuffer ul Dowla, Ameer ul Moolk 
Dileer Himmut Fursend Khan Bebadre Moxuffer Jung ; and the 
Seal of Ameer ul Dowla, Mozuffer ul Moolk Khereed Mund Khan 
Bebadre Bubbcr Fung, marked 


O. 


WHEREAS redtitude giveth fatisfaction unto God, the commu- 
nication of truth is the means of falvation, and the caufe of diffufing 
the virtues of good conduct ; and as this is agreeable to every under- 
ftanding of mankind in general; therefore is this paper written 
freely, and according to the inclination of my heart ; and whatever 
is juft and true is reprefented with great uprightnefs and fincerity, 
for the information of his Majefty the King of England, the 
minifters of the nation, and the Company: that Mr. Haftings, 
from the commencement of his adminiftration of the affairs of 
Hindoftan, never committed any act of oppreffion towards me, 
Deleer Himmut Khan Mozuffer Jung: on the contrary, I lived 
under his kindnefs and protcétion in perfect eafe and fafety, and 
guarded again{ft my enemies by his conduét, 1 entertained hopes from 
him that he would have reprefented the true {tate of my government 
to his Majefty and the Company, and have fo exerted himfelf as to 
have procured it to be reftored to its former ftate. As I have now 
heard that Mr. Haftings’s enemies uniting together have accufed him 
to the Gentlemen of England, of having taken the property of men in 
Hindoftan, of having deprived the inhabitants of the jands they had 
cultivated, and injured their reputations by putting difgrace upon 


them ; it is incumbent on us Mahommedans, according to the orders 
of 
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of God and his prophet, and our religious forefathers, to dcelare, 
having our religious tenets in view, what we know to be juft and 
truc. We now declare to all men of all ranks in England the juftice 
and good conduét, the kindnefs and pleafing manners of Mr. Hattings, 
which we have witneffed: and at a time when we are thankful and 
grateful for his behaviour, we have affixed our names to this paper 
of fatisfaction, and tranfmit it through the government of Calcuttta, 
to England. Dated, 21ft Zcfter, 1202, or in December, 1787. 
(A true Tranflate.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) I. HAY, Secretary to the Government, 





Under the Seals as underwritten, marked 
P. 
WE, the Cauzy Moofty, ftudents, men of rank, men of bufinefs, 


merchants, bankers, and tradefmen, inhabitants of the town of 
Furrukhabad, bear evidence to the King of England, Minifters and 
Directors of the Company, that Mr. Haftings committed no kind 
of oppreffion on us from the commencement of his adminiftration in 
Hindoftan, until his departure ; but, on the contrary, under his 
kindnefs and protection, we lived in peace and fecurity, and were 
guarded againft our enemies. As we have now heard that Mr. Haft- 
ings’s enemics have laid an accufation again{ft him before the minifters 
of England, that he took the property of people in Hindoftan, laid 
wafte their lands, and blafted their reputation by difgraces, it is ne- 
ceffary that we Mahommedans, agreeably to the orders of God and 
his prophets, and that we Hindoos, according to the vedes and the 
Shafter, reprefent, and make known what is fact; we therefore 
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reprefent to all mankind the juftice and kindnefs of Mr. Hattings, 
which we have always feen; and now, when we are grateful and 
thankful for his kindnefs, we write this deed of fatisfaction, and, 
from our own free will, affix our feals thereto, and tranfmit it, 
through our own fovereign and chief, to Calcutta, in order that the 
government there may fend it to England. Dated arft Seffer, 1202, 
Hejeree, or December, 1787. 


Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Caazy Sied Golaum Shaw, &c. 
The reft are omitted for the reafon already affigned, being altogether 


in number 57. 


No.10. Copy Letter from the Collector of Deenagepoor, dated ‘fuly 8 ; 
and Copy Tranflate of a Perfian Paper which accompanted 11. 


Epwarp Hay, Efg. Secretary to the Government. 


SIR, 

AT the requeft of the zemindary officers of Pergunnah Havely, 
Punjera, &c. I tranfmit the enclofed Perfian paper, containing tefti- 
monies relative to Mr. Haftings. 

Iam, Sir, your very obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed) G. HATCH, Collector of Deenagepoor. 
_ Deenagepoor, (A true Copy.) | | 
Fuly 8, 1788. E. HAY, Secretary to the Gevernment. 
AE Papers 
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Papers recerved July 18, 1788, ¢ranfmitted by GEorceE Hatcu, 
Efy. Colletar of Deenagepoor, and tranflated purfuant toan Order 
from the Governor General in Council, dated April, 27, 1788, 
marked | 

Q- 

I RADANAUT, Zemindar of Pergunnah Havelly Punjera, com- 
monly called Deenagepoor. As it has been learnt by me the Muttefud- 
dies, and refpectable officers of my zemindary, that the minifters 
of England are difpleafed with the late governor, Warren Haftings, 
Efq. upon the fufpicion that he oppreffed us, took money from 
us by deceit and force, and ruined the country; therefore we, 
upon the ftrength of our religion, which we think it incumbent on, 
and neceffary for us to abide by, following the rules laid down in 
giving evidence, declare the particulars of the acts and deeds of 
Warren Haftings, Efq. full of circumfpection and caution, civility 
and juftice, fuperior to the conduct of the moft learned ; and by re-. 
prefenting what is fact, wipe away the doubts that have poffeffed. 
the minds of the minifters of England: that Mr. Haftings is pof- 
feffed of fidelity and confidence, and yielding protection to us, that 
he is clear from the contamination of miftruft and wrong, and his 
mind is free of coveétoufnefs and avarice. During the time of his. 
adminiftration, no one faw other conduct than that of protection to 
the hufbandmen, and juftice ; no inhabitant ever experienced affliction ; 
no one ever felt oppreffion from him, Our reputations have always 
been ‘guarded from attacks by his prudence, and our families have 
always been protected by his juftice. He never omitted the {malleft 
inftance of kindnefs towards us, but healed the wounds of defpair 
with theafafve of -confolation, by means of his benevolent and kind 

behaviour, 
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behaviour, never permitting one of us to fink in the pit of defpon- 
dence. He fupported every one by his goodnefs, overfet the defigns 
of evil-minded men by his authority, tied the hand of oppreffion 
with the ftrong bandage of juftice, and by thefe means expanded 
the pleafing appearance of happinefs and joy over us. He re- 
eftablifhed juftice and impartiality. We were during his government 
in the enjoyment of perfect happinefs and eafe; and many of us are 
thankful and fatisfied. As Mr. Haftings was weil acquainted with our 
manners and cuftoms, he was always defirous in every refpect of 
doing whatever would preferve our religious rites, and guard them 
againft every kind of accident and injury, and at all times protected us. 
Whatever we have experienced from him, and whatever happened 
from him, we have written without déceit or exaggeration. 


The Seals upon this Addrefs, 


Maha Rajah Radanaut Behadre. 

Ram Caunt Roy, Naib Zemindar. 

Kirperam Sein, Mhal Zemindary Aumcen. 

Kifhen Caunt Roy, Zemindary Tehfildar. 

Neel Caunt, Zemindary Peiflicar. 

Rada Rohmun Sohay, Peifhcar Aumeen. 

Nundololl Sohay, Zemindary Peifhcar. 

Raje Kifhen Berjoo, Zemindary Chuckladar. 
(A true Tranflate) | 


é 


(Signed ) G. T. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy) ik. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 
4E 2 No. 11. 
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No. 11. Copy Tranflations of a Letter and Papers, tranfmitted to 
the Governor General by the Nabob of Dacca. 


From the Nawavus of Dacca to Earl Cornwattis, received 
Auguft 19, 1788, marked 


R. 


AT this time, people of all ranks, inhabitants of Dacca, have 
heard, that fince Mr. Haftings’s arrival in England, an inveftigation 
into his conduct while governor is carrying on before the high court 
of juftice of England: therefore the inhabitants of Dacca of office 
and credit have brought to tne an addrefs, authenticated by the 
Cauzy, and fealed with their refpective feals, reprefenting their 
fatisfaction, and requefting me to affix my feal thereto. I fent for 
them into the hall of audience, and Jearnt from each of them the 
purport of the addrefs ; when having inquired into it, I put my own 
feal to it, and have the pleafure to inclofe in my prefént letter to 
your Lordfhip, the addrefs, a lift of the names, and an addrefs 
from myfelf, with duplicates of each. Your Lordfhip will perufe 
them, and be kind enough to tranfmit them to England. I hope 
your Lordfhip will conceive me to be a fincere well-wifher and 
friend, and honour me frequently with letters of kindnefs. 

(A true Tranflate) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
os Secretary to the Government. 
Papers 
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S. 


Papers received Auguft 19, 1788, and tranflated purfuant to an 
Order from the Governor General in Council, dated April 2.7, 1788.. 


Franflation of Addrefs marked No. 1, under the Seal of Nuzzer ul 
Moolk Intezam ul Dowla Syed ‘Ally Khan Behadre Nuzrut Fung, 
and that of bis Brother, Shums ul Dowla Syed Abmud Ally Khan.. 


FROM the reports of all ranks of people, and from the new{pa- 
pers, the inhabitauts of Hindoftan, but particularly thofe of Bengal 
and its dependencics, have learnt, that after the arrival of Warren 
Haftings, Efq. in England, an inveft?gation into the conduct he 
obferved in Hindoftan, whilc governor of Calcutta, has been com-- 
menced before the high court of juftice of England; and that. the 
Parliament, who are defirous of juftice, and: permit no improper act: 
to pafs, are determined.to make a thorough inveftigation into every. 
matter, and. to. feparate right from wrong. In confequence, all: 
claffes. of the inhabitants have unanimoufly agreed, that.as they all’ 
live in cafe and peace under the kind influence of his: Majefty. the 
King of England, and the Parliament, and that-on account of the 
care taken of them by the Parliament,. they. are daily more and more 
attached. and. zealous ;. and as Mr. Haftings, during the period of. his 
adminiftration, always. fhewed great kindnefs and protection, and: 
obferved ftrict juftice towards them.;: and in confequence of his good 
qualities, his care, and juftice, has great claims.upon. them; and 
that it is incumbent on. them. for ever to keep in remembrance this 
obligations therefore it is neceffary. for. them to reprefent cvery. 

particular. 
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particular which they are acquainted with, of fuch matters as the 
juftice of the Parliament is about to inquire into, in fuch manner as 
that their reprefentations fhall be noticed, and in a fhort fpace of 
time beftowed thereon the truth of every matter be known. Not- 
withftanding the minds of juft men are like the mirror, and what 
is right is immediately difcovered, and juftice is not thrown into 
doubt by the declarations of any ome ; yet the religious rites of every 
fect, and the books of every prophet, give fanction to evidence, and 
it is a demonftration in every matter under inveftigation. ‘Therefore 
all the inhabitants of this country are unanimous in the above written 
intention. Among others, thofe of Jehanguirnagur, commonly called 
Daoca, folely in order to reprefent fads, which by all books of reli- 
gion and expounded laws is-incumbent on every one, have brought 
to me an addrefs, fealed with their feals, and teftified by the Cauzy, 
that I may athx my own feal thereto, and tran{mit it to the court of 
juftice. Wherefore I Syed Ally, commonly called Nuzrut Jung, 
grandfon of the deceafed Nawaub Jeffarut Khan, now by the kind- 
nefs, difcernment of right, and protection of old fervants, difplayed 
by his Majefty, the Parliament, and Directors of the Company of 
England, in charge of the office of the Nizamut of the faid city, 
called all thofe who. have affixdd their feals on the faid addrefs into 
the hall of audience, and have learnt verbally from cach the purport 
of the writing, and having examined into it have affixed my own 
feal thereto: for the concealment of truth is a great crime before God, 
and revealing it is praife-worthy, and pleafing to mankind. And as 
among them there are many holy and religious men, many learned, 
true, and upright men, and many defcendants from families of high 
- fame and rank, who have affixed their feals, I therefore perceived 

oY the 
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the propriety of vouching to their declarations, that the particulars 
may be known, and their reprefentations obtain fanction in the minds 
of their hearers. God is the difcriminator of truth, and an upright 
and juft judge; and I feek protection under him againft falfity and 
untruth. | | 

Written 15 Ramzaan, 1202 Hedgeree, or oth Affar 1105, B.S. 

corref{ponding with Fune 8, 1788, E. S. 
(A true Tranflate). 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 


(A true Copy)  E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government.. 





a ie 


Tranflation of the Addrefs under the Seals qs underwritten, 
marked No. 2. 


The natives and refidents of the. city of Jehanguirnagur humbly 
teprefent to his moft gracious Majefty the King of England, and to 
the Comptrollers and Dire€tors of the Company, that the former 
governor, Mr. Haftings, during the period of his adminiftration, by the 
juftice he obferved, by his complacency and good qualities, and by 
his protection, fecured our fatisfaction and gratitude. He engaged 

himfelf in the relief of our fituations, and in our profperity. He 


protected us from thieves and affaffins by the fyftems he laid down 
for 
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for the civil and criminal (Dewanny and Fougedarry) courts, which 
were purely upon motives of goodnefs to mankind. Actuated by a 
love for juftice, he permitted the exercife of the religion of each 
fect according to their refpective tenets and cuftoms. He never 
neglected the fafety and peace of the inhabitants, nor the cultivation 
of the country. During his government we flept in the cradle of 
fecurity. He never coveted our money or property, nor attacked 
reputation ; nor had he ever inclination to do wrong ; but treated 
every one according to the refpective {tation of each. He obferved 
a conduct of refpect and veneration towards the learned and expe- 
rienced men, and towards men of family, according to the degree 
of their abilities and fcience, of whatever fect and religion ; and 
during his adminiftration he treated all the inhabitants with kindnefs 
and encouragement ; and from his good qualities, his juftice, and 
his attention, he has great claims upon us. In fuch matters as would 
fecure the prayers of us, well-wifhers for the everlafting duration of 
his Majefty’s throne, and of the jurifdiction and government of the 
Company, he was conftantly engaged. For inftance, to this day 
the colleges which he built, and in which he eftablifhed allowances 
for the ftudents, remain, and the ftudents receive the fixed allow- 
ances, and pafs their lives in peace and thankfgiving: and it is in- 
cumbent on us for ever to keep in recollection the obligations we are 
under to him, It is, therefore, neceffary, that in matters which 
have induced the minds of the juft to inveftigate, we obey the orders 
of God in declaring what we know. We have therefore done fo. 

Further orders will be iffued by his Majefty. 
Dated 15th Ramzan, 1202 Hejeree, gth Affar, 1195, B. S. 
according to fune 20, 1788, E. S. 
| The 
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The Seals — this Addrefs.—The Names thus * marked are not in 

| ; the Official Copy. 

Mahommed Ally Khan, Darogah of the Fougedary Adaulut of the 
town of Jehangeernagur. (Dacca.) 

Mirza Mahommed Bauker, merchant of Ifphahan, fon of Mirza 
Mahommed Ally Mufky. 

Haagy Mahommed Ruffee, merchant of the town of Izdazurd. 

Haagy Abdoor Rehmaun, merchant. 

Mirza Mahommed Saduc Beg, a refpectable man of the town of 
Tirrot. 

Mirza Feda Ally, merchant. 

Mirza Mahommed Reza. 

Mirza Mahommed Hoffein, fon of Mtirza Mahommed. 

Mirza Mahommcd Hoffein, fon of Aka Fuzl Ally. 

Aka Mahommed Reza, a refpectable man of the town of Caazebin. 

Mirza Mahommed. 

Meer Mahommed Ally. 

Meer Mahommed Uffaze, grandfon to Meer Mahommed Saduc. 

Mahommed Keyroom. 

* Mirza Moffer Hoffein Beg. 

* Meer Mahommed Afzul. 

* Meer Sicd Hoffein, a refpectable man of the town of Bogdaad. 

* Meer Sicd Mahommed Meerrnuzzcem. 

* Haukim Mahommed Maazeem. 

* Meer Mahommed Tucky. 

* Sied Toraab Ally. 

* Mirza Ally Nucky. 

* Meer Hoflein. 


4 F * Meer 
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* Meer Golaum Ally. 
* Meer Golaum Ally, Darogah of the Fougedarry Adaulut of Zillaly 
Momin Sing. 
* Mirza Mahommed Jaffer, merchant, fon of Mirza Mahommed 
Bauker Mufky. 
* Meer Abul Hoffein. ; 
* Haagy Mahommed Suffee, merchant. 
* Mirza Hoffein Ally, merchant, fon of Haagy Mahommed. 
* Mirza Mahommed Jaffer, merchant, grandfon of Rubl Hoffein 
Khan. | 
* Mirza Mahommed, fon of Haagy Mahommed Ammy, merchant. 
* Mirza Mahommed Hoffein. 
* Mirza Ibrahim Ally, grandfon of Molla Abul Fuzzel Khan. 
* Meer Mahommed Bauker, grandfon to Meer Mahommed Sauduc. 
* Sheikh Golaum Ally. | 
* Mirza Meher Ally. 
* Sied Nnzzer Ally Khan. 
* Mirza Abul Futteh, grandfon to Haagy Khan. 
* Mirza Mahommed, fon to Nawaub Mohtuddy Khan. 
* Mirza Mahmomed Bauker. 
* Mirza Mahommed Hoffein. 
Saaid o’deen Mahommed. 
Meer Mahommed Tucky. 
sied Jaffer Ally Hackeem. 
Moonfhy Kooly Khan, nephew to Nawaub Moneerul Dowla. 
Golaum Moortooza, Naib Caazy of Jehangeernagur. 
Meer Kundy Ally, Dewan to the Nawaub Nuzrut Jung.. 
' Rayrb 
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Rajib Lochun, nephew to Dewan Moden Mohun. 
Meer Sied Ally. 
Meer Mahommed Hoffein, nephew to Meer If{maail 
Haddy Ally Khan, fon to Sook Ulla Khan, and grandfon to Nawaub 
_Serfraz Khan, late nabob of Bengal. 
Rohfen Kooly Khan Behadre, fon of, Nawaub Hoffein Kooly Khan. 
Bukfh Ally Khan, fon of Saduc Ally Khan. 
Seadut Ally Khan Behadre, late Darogah of the Fougedary Adaulut 
of Zillah Jehangeernagur. 
Aka Mahommed Nubby. 
Haagy Heffaum ul Deen. 
Mirza Mahommed Hoffein, merchant, grandfon to Molla Boofy. 
Aka Mahommed Reza, merchant. ° 
Sied Ahmed. 
Sheikh Golaum Ally, merchant. 
Meer Mahdy. 
Chyte Sing. 
Bekum Loll, late Dewan to the factory of Dacca. 
Mirza Mahommed Ally, merchant, fon of Haagy Kurreem I oe 
Mirza Mahommed Kurreem, fon of Mirza Mahommed Ally. 
Mirza Khoda Bukth, fon of Mirza Ifhauk Khan, Munfebdar. 
Mirza Mungloo, fon to Nawaub Lowlut Jung. 
Mirza Hoffein, fon to Haagy A ffrafiab Beg. 
Meer Seraje ul Deen Mahommed, Darogah of the Adaulut of the 
Zillah Jellollpore. 
Meer Sied Mahommed, fon to Meer Sied Ally. 
Mirza Surwur Yar, grandfon to Nawaub Shayfta Khan. 


Meer Mahommed Hoffein, fon to Sied Mokrim Khan. 
4F2 Affadul 


« 
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Affadul Deen Mahommed Khan, fon to Nawaub Soulut Jung: 
Meer Sied Mahommed. 
Meer Mahommed Nucky. 
Sied Zein ul Deen Ally Khan, nephew to Nawaub Auzum Khan. 
Meer Abul Hoffein Khan. 
Mirza Buddy, merchant, fon to Haagy Ruzzy. 
Aka Mahommed Khan. 
Meer Mahommed Bauker. 
Meer Abdulla. 
Sied Afzul Ally Khan, nephew to Sied Amzad Khan. 
Meer Mobarck Ally. 
Mirza Mahommed Ally, merchant. 
Mirza Mahommed Hoffein, fon to Haagy Kurreem, merchant. 
Sheikh Ruzzub Ally. 
Mirza Kumbar Ally. 
Mirza Mahommed Ally. 
Mahommed Affaaf. 
Mirza Mahommed Jaffer, fon to Mahommed Punnah Khan. 
Ram Bukfh. 
Hurchum Dofs. 
Dul Sing. 
Beharry Loll, Gomaftah to Sied Meher Chund. 
Verfeed Roy. 
Huchum Chund, Gomaftah to Soorut Sing. 
Roy Sing, jeweller. : 
Seo Doyal, Gomaftah of Gowal Dofs-and Seonoth Dofs. 
Lutchmun Dofs, Gomaftah to Monohur Dofs. 
Gudda Dur Dofs, Gomaftah of Chutter Booge and Merrotum Dofs. 
3 a Nobkoomar, 


( 593 ) 
Nobkoomar, fon to Nund Shaw. 
Ruttun Chund. | 
Khofaul Chund, Gomaftah to Golaub Roy and Coffinaut. 
(A true Tranflate) 
| (Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 

. , Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 

(A true Copy) E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 


No. 12. Copies of two Letters from the Collector of Deenagepoor, 
and of Tranflation of Perfian Papers tranfmitted by him, 


To Epwarp Hay, Efg. Secretary to the Government, 


SIR, 

AT the requeft of Godadur Gofe, the vackeel of Sied Buddee ul 
Zemaun, I forward the accompanying Perfian paper, containing 
teftimonies relative to Mr. Haftings. | 

Iam, Srr, 
Your moft obedient humble ‘Servant, 
(Signed) G. HATCH, 
Collector of Deenagepoor. 
(A true Copy)  E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government. 

Deenagepoor, 

July 16, 1788. 
| . To 
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Jo Epwarp Hay, E/g. Secretary to the Government. 
SIR, 

AT the -requeft of Roopram, the vackeel of Rezzee o’deen, I 
tranfmit tthe enclofed Perfian Paper, containing teftimonies relative 
to Mr. Haltings. 

Jam, Sir, | 
Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
G. HATCH, 
Collector of Deenagepoor. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
w Deenagepoor, Secretary to the Government. 
Auguft 14, 1788. 


U. 


Paper received Auguft 23, 1788, tranfnutted by the Collvflor of 
Silberris, and tranflated purfuant to an Order from the Governor 
General in Council, dated ‘fuly 29, 1788. 


Under the Seal and Signature of Buddce al Zeman, Father of Golaum 
Sultaun, Zemindar of 8 Anna Divifion of Pergunnah Selberris. 


[N. B. This in the original is nearly the fame as the Addrefs from Benares. | 


AS it has been learnt by me, the muttefuddies, and refpectable 
officers of my zemindary, that the minifters of England are dif- 
pleafed with ‘the late governor, Warren Haftings, Efq. upon the 


fufpicion 
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fufpicion that he oppreffed us, took money from us by deceit and 
force, and ruined the country ; therefore we, upon the ftrength of our 
religion, which we think it incumbent on and neceflary for us to abide 
by, according to the following rules laid down in giving evidence, 
declare the particulars of the acts and deeds of Warren Haftings, Efq. 
full of circumfpection and caution, civility and juftice, fuperior to the 
. conduct of the moft learned; and by reprefenting what is fact, wipe 
away the doubts that have poffeffed the minds of the minifters of 
England: that Mr. Haftings is pofleffed of fidelity and confidence, 
and yielded protection to us; that he is clear of the contamination 
of miftruft and wrong; and his mind is free from covetoufnefs or 
avarice. During the time of his adminiftration, no one faw other 
conduct than that of protection to the hufbandmen, and juftice; no 
inhabitant ever experienced affliction; no one ever felt oppreffion from 
him: our reputations have always been guarded from attacks by his 
prudence, and our families have always been protected by his juftice. 
He never omitted the fmalleft inftance of kindnefs towards us, but 
healed the wounds of defpair with the falve of confolation, by 
means of his benevolent and kind behaviour, never permitting one 
of us to fink in the pit of defpondence. He fupported every one by 
his goodnefs, overfet the defigny of evil-minded men by his autho- 
rity, tied the hands of oppreffion with the ftrong. bandage of juftice, 
and by thefe means expanded the pleafing appearance of happinefs 
and joy over us. He re-eftablifhed juftice and impartiality. We — 
were during his government in the enjoyment of perfect happinefs 
and eafe, and many of us are thankful and fatisfied. As Mr. Haft- 
ings was well acquainted with our manners and cuftoms, he was. 


always defirous. in every refpeét of doing whatever would preferve. 
our. 
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our religious rites, and guard them againft every kind of accident 
and injury; and at all times protected us. Whatever we have ex- 
perienced from him, and whatever happened from him,- we have 

written without deceit or exaggeration. . 

(A true Tranflate) 
(Signed ) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 

(A true Copy) E. Hay, 

Secretary to the Government. 


© Vz 


Addrefs under the Seal of Atta Hoffein, Son of Ruzzy u Deen 
Choudry of the Pergunnab of Silberris, in Bengal. 


THE fame as U in fubftance and expreffion, and attefted as U. 


No. 13. Copy of Letter from the Collector of Nuddeea, and of Tran- 
ration of Perfian Papers tranfmitted by him. 


To Epwarp Hay, Ejg. Secretary to the Government, 


SIR, Fort Wilham. 
IN confequence of your letter of March 31, I have now 
the pleafure of tranfmitting to you three addreffes in favour of 
Mr. 
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Mr. Haftings ; the firft having been prefented to me by the rajah of 
this diftrict, the fecond by the four zemindars of Hooghly, the 
zemindar of Satfyka, and fixty talookdars, who pay their revenues 
to me; and a third in the Shanfcrit language, which I have received 
from the rajah of this diftric, figned by two hundred and eighty- 
nine bramins, inhabitants of Nuddcga, Santepoor, and other places, 
many of them being the principal pundits in this country. This 
addrefs had been prepared by the late rajah Sheo Chund, who intended 
to have prefented it to me himfelf before his death. | 
I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your moft obedient Servant, 
(Signed) F. REDFEARN, Collector. 
(Atruc Copy) E. HAY, 
Compared, Secretary to the Government. 
C. ROBERTS. 
Kifbenagur, 
Oéfober 1, 1788. 


Papers tranfmitted by the Colleétor of Nuddeea, received Oftober 4, 
1788, and tranflated purfuant tg an Order from the Governor 
General in Council, under date April 27, 1788. 


* OW. 
Under the Seal of Maha Rajah, Decrauje Seo Chund Bebadre. 
IT having come to the knowledge of all us men, whether Hindoos 
or followers of Mahomed, refident in this country, that the Gentle- 
men in England are difpleafed with Mr. Haftings, &c. as in addrefs 


A. page 534 | 
4G The 
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The Tranflation of a Paper written by the Pundits and Bramins of 
Nuddeea, Santepoor, &c. in the Shanferit Language, under the 


Signatures as underwritten. 
X. 


THAT peaceable difpofition, that mild temper, poffeffing the 
firft qualities and the greateft kindnefs, adorned with civility and 
fincere affability, to fuch a degree as to become the theme among 
the learned of every clafs, and the fenfible in every fcience, en- 
dowed with every praife-worthy quality and virtue, enlightening 
the world like the moon, of Mr. Haftings, the minifters of England 
are difpleafed with, on the fufpicion that he ruined the property of the 
inhabitants of this country, under the Company’s authority, taking 
their wealth by force and deceit. We, the inhabitants of this country, 
on hearing this, reprefent and relate the pleafing and kind quakities 
and virtues of Mr. Haftings, who fought the right and was judge 
of it, in order to remove this doubt from the minds of the chiefs in 
England, that Mr. Haftings behaved with honour and refpect to all 
the refidents of this country, of all ranks, according to their refpective 
fituations in life, their profeffions, their religions, and {cects, and treated 
them with paternal kindnefs, free from deceit and avarice, and fhewed 
re{pect and attention to all learned men, and ftudents in every {cience. 
He was a long time refident in this country, and well acquainted 
with every proper cuftom and mode for adminiftering juftice. 
During the period of his adminiftration, every one, whether great 
or {mall, living in perfect happinefs, profeffed their own religions, 
and exercifed their own worldly concerns, with perfect cafe and 


quict. 
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quiet, This is the inward fentiment of all the inhabitants of this 
country. | 


The Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Ramfunker Sirma, of Nuddeea. 
The other fignatures are omitted for the reafons already given, 
the whole number being 28>. 


2 ae 
Under the Signatures and Seals as underwritten. 


IT having come to the knowledge of all us men, the zemindars, 
chowdries, and talookdars of purgunnah{ Mahommed Ameenpoor, 
and other mahals, belonging to the zillah of Nuddeea in Bengal, that 
the Gentlemen in England are difpleafed with Mr. Haftings, &c. 
as in addrefs A. page 534. 


The Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Collyperfaud Serma, fon of Hurry Churn Choudry, of pergunnah 
Chutty poor. 
The reft of the names, though their offices are annexed to them in 
the official copy, and all appertain to zemindars, or talookdars of dif- 
ferent orders, are omitted, as they would only fwell che volume 


unneceffarily. 
4 G2 No. I 4e 
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Le 


No. 14. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Inhabitants of 
| Patna. 
Tranflation of an Addrefs relative to Mr. Hasrines, under the Seals 
and Signatures of the Inhabitants of the City of Patna. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, both high and low, 
of every fect and perfuafion, as well Hindoos as Mahommedans, the 
inhabitants and natives of the city of Patna, part of the territories 
belonging to the Dewanny of the Englifh Company, that the Gen- 
tlemen of England are difpleafed with the late Governor General, 
Warren Haftings, &c. as in addrefs A. page 534. 


Seals and Signatures to the above Addrefs. 
* KAU ZIES. 


No. 1. Moolah Shurreat Ullah Khaun Wauyez, the chief Kauzy. 
No. 2. Kauzy Sied Fuzl Ally. 
No. 3. Kauzy Sied Sultaun Alum. 


#* N. B. The titles on many of the feals are very numerous.——In the tranflation it 
has been thought neceffary to retain only the moft familiar. 

The numbers prefixed to the names in the tranflation, refer toas many correfponding 
numbers in the original. 


5 No. 4 
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No. 4. Kauzy Sujed Ameen U Deen. 
Under this feal is written, 

A fupporter of ftudents, the fon of Kyaut Muzzeid, 
who was the fon of Shurreeff Udeen, proprietor of 
the village Birtooly, in the purgunnah of Rotas, by 
the mother’s fide, grandfon of the Kauzy Shooker 
Ullah, who was the fon of Cauzy Peer Mahommed, 
the hereditary Kauzy of the purgunnah of Kauter, 
in the Sircar of Bahar. This fubfcriber is alfo Naib 
of the Kauzy of the Foujdar of the diftri@t of Patna, 
in the Soobeh of Bahar. 

No. 5. Cauzy Subghut Ullah. 
Under this feal is written, ° 

The contents of this paper are ftrictly true; Kauzy of 
the purgunnah of Burragong, and Boonea, and 
Punwaurah, in the Sircar of Shawabad, in Bahar. 


MOOFTIES. 


No. 6. Moofty Sujed Ibrahim Hofein. 
Under this {eal is written, 
“* Fact.” 
No. 7. Moofty Doft Mahommed. 
Under this feal is written, — 
‘© Fact.” 
No. 8. Moofty Sujed Fuzl Ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 
$e Fatt; 
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No. 9. Moofty Sheikh Muffy Oolah. 
| Under this feal is written, 
“ Fad.” 
No. 10. Moofty Sujed Mahommed Hofein. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* In truth, Mr. Haftings was famous and celebrated 
for his goodnefs.”” 


Suddarut Punnah, 1. ¢. Officers appointed by the Crown to fuperintend 
the Charity Lands. 


No. 11. Zein U Dein Ally Hyder Khan. 
Under this feal is ‘written, 
‘© The feal of the Sudder of the Soobah of Bahar ; 
‘* whatever is written in this paper is ftrictly true.” 
No. 12. Sujed Wully Allum, Motehurully, or procurator ap- 
pointed by the Englifh government for the purpofe of 
fuperintending the intereft of thofe holding charity lands 
in the diftrict of Bahar. 


CANOONGOES. 


No. 13. Roy Bulwunt Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Roy Bulwunt Sing, Canoongoe of the Sudder of 
‘“the Soobah Bahar, and an immediate fervant 
‘* under the Emperor, bears teftimony to the truth 
‘* of this paper.” 
No. 14. 


No. 
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No. 


No. 
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Abdhoo Peim Chund. 


Under this feal is written, 
<* Peim Chund, a fervant of the Emperor, a Mohurrer 
‘* of Roy Bulwunt Sing, and of Roy Purfud Ram, 
‘© Canoongoes of the Sudder of Bahar.” 
Roy Nirmul Sing, fon of Purrein Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Roy Nirmul Sing, the Canoongoe of the Sudder of 
‘¢ Bahar, bears teftimony to the truth of this paper.” 
Sittaram Sahoy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Sittaram, the Gomaftah of Roy Nirmul Sing, the 
‘* Canoongoe of the Sudder of Bahar, is perfectly 
= and fatisfied.” 
Roy Perfudram. 





Under this feal is written, 
‘* Roy Perfudram, an immediate fervant of the Em- 
‘* peror, and Canoongoe of the Sudder of Bahar, 
‘« bears teftimony to the truth of this paper.” 
Akund Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘‘ The feal of Akund Sing, the Canoongoe of the 
“« Sudder of the purgunnah of Ball, &c. in Sircar 


‘¢ Sarun.”’ 


The fignature of Khemaject Roy, the Canoongoe of the 


purgunnah of Milkie and Boofaury, in the Sircar of 
Hadgypoor, belonging to Bahar, by the pen of Behadre 


Sing, the deputy of the faid Canoongoe. 
No. 20. 
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The fignature of Roy Anoop Loll, and of Roufhun Loll, 
Canoongoes of the purgunnah of Milkie, in the Sircar 
of Hadgypoor, belonging to Bahar, by the pen of 
Bchadre Sing, Deputy of the faid Canoongoe. 

Ram Sahoy Heim Sing. 

Under the feal is written, 
‘© The fignature and feal of Heim Sing, the Canoongoe 
‘* of the purgunnah of Noubut Poor Bullea, in the 
‘¢ Soobah of Bahar.” 
Rogonaut Sahoy. 
Under the feal is written, 
‘‘ The fignature and feal of Rogonaut Sahoy, the 
‘¢ prandfon of Kifhen dew Dofs, and the Canoongoe 
‘© of the purgunnah of Soroo, in the Sircar of Sha- 
«* wabad, in Bahar.” 
Bhekun Loll. 
Under the feal is written, 
‘¢ The fignature of Bhekun Loll, the Gomaftah of 
‘© Roy Perfud Ram, and Roy Nulwut Ram, the 
‘© Canoongoe of the Sudder of the Soobah of 
‘«¢ Bahar.” 
Nuffurrut Ally. 
Under the feal is written, — 
‘« The fignature of the Canoongoe of the purgunnah 
‘* of Saundeh.” | 

The fignature of Behadre Ally, the fervant of the Em- 

peror, the Canoongoe of the purgunnah and city of 
Azee- 
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Azeemabad, in the Sircar and Soobah of Azeemabad.— 
‘* under the juftice of Mr. Haftings I was happy.” 

No. 26. The fignature of Odey Chund, the Gomaftah of Sheikh 
Behadre Ally, Canoongoe of the purgunnah of Azee- 
mabad. 

No. 27. The fignature of Bowanny Sing, a fervant of the Emperor, 
and a Canoongoe of the purgunnah and city of Azeema- 
bad, int he Sircar and Soobah of Bahar.—*‘ In the juftice 
‘of Mr. Haftings I was pleafed and happy.” 

No. 28. The fignature of Kifhun Chund, the Gomaftah of 
Bowanny Sing, and Canoongoe of the purgunnah 
Havelee of Azeemahad. 

No. 29. The fignature of Bolanaut, a fervant of the Emperor, and 
a Canoongoe of the purgunnah and city of Haveyley 
Azemabad.—‘‘ In the time of Mr. Haftings I was 
‘‘ happy, ina ftate of perfect eafe.” 

No. 30. Doorgah Sahoi, the Gomaftah of Bolanaut Canoongoe. 


Omrabs and the Sons of Omrabs, Khans, Munfubdars, and 
Zemeendars, being Mabhomedans. 
No. 31. Moneer ul Molk Moncer ul Dowlah Khan Zummaun 
Khan Behadre Nadir Jung. 
Under the feal is written, 
‘© In doing good to mankind, Mr. Haftings had -no 
‘* equal.” 
No. 32. Mahommed Moftckeem Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Mahommed Moftekeem Khan, fon of the Nawaub 
4H Mozufter 
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Mozuffer Khan, who was the nephew of the Ameer 
ul Amrah Nabob Sumfaum ul Dowlah Kaundowran 
Behadre, who was the chief Bokhfhy of all Hin- 
doftan.”’ 
No. 33. Mahommed Khan Behadre ul Molk Delawurjung. 
Under the feal is written, 
‘¢ The fon-in-law of the Nawaub Moneer ul Dowlah 
** Reiza Cooley Khan Behadre Nadir Jung.”’ 
No. 34. Sujed Mahommed Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘« Sujed Mahommed Khan, the grandfon of the Na- 
‘© waub Moreed Khan, deceafed.”’ 
No. 35. Himmut Khan Behadre. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘© Grandfon of the Nawaub Azum Khan Azum ul 
‘* Dowlah Shumfheer Jung Behadre, who was the 
‘¢ fon of the Nawaub Mufleh udeen Khaun Mufleh 
‘¢O Dowla Behadre.”’ 
No. 36. Sujed Lutf Ally Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘<1, the humbleft of the fervants of God, am a grand- 
** fon of the Nawaub Azum Khan Azum U Dowlah 
‘¢ Shumfheer Jung Behadre, and the fon of Sujed 
‘© Ameer Mohummed Khan Behadre.—I afhrm, 
‘« {wearing by the prophet, and by the holy fathers, 
‘“upon all of whom be the grace of God, that 
‘< without ever having feen Mr. Haftings, I am 
‘* thankful to him.—In truth, that excellent Gen- 
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‘<¢ tleman was without an equal.—Even, in former 
‘* times, there were few rulers fo juft, and poffeffed 
‘©of fuch liberality, that all mankind, from the 
‘‘ high to the low, from the great to the fmall, 
‘¢ fhould, on all accounts, be thankful to him; 
‘¢ that not one individual of the whole human race 
*¢ fhould complain of him.—God is witnefs, that 
‘‘ the late Governor General is one of thofe rulers 
‘¢ who are of diftinguifhed eminence. Wherever 
‘‘ he is, may God preferve him under his holy care 
‘* and protection.” 
Sujed Sheer Ally Khan Behadre. 
Under his feal is written, ° 
‘¢ Sujed Sheer Ally Khan, fon of Sujed Mahommed 
‘© Kofeen Khan Behadre, who was the fon-in-law 
‘© of Sujed Abdul Ally Khan Behadre Shujah Jung.” 
Abdul Huffun Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘© The fon of the Nawaub Himmut Khan.” 
Hofein Ally Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
“« The grandfon of Salim Ally Khan, deceafed, and 
‘¢ the nephew of Kulb Ally Khan, deceafed, Da- 
‘<* roga of the Adawlut of the Soobah Bahar.” 
Bubber Ally Khan. 
Ally Azeem Khan Behadre. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘Ally Azeem Khan, the zemindar of the Sircar of 
4H 2 “6 Gauzi- 
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‘‘ Gauzipoor, in the Soobah of Allahabad, and 
‘* proprietor of lands in the Soobah of Bahar,—I 
“Cam perfectly fatisfied with, and grateful to Mr. | 
‘¢ Haftings. I hereunto affixed my feal the ad of 
‘¢ Jummady ul Omrah, in the fuffily year 1195.” 
Meerza Abdoola. 
Under his Seal, 
‘© Meerza Abdoola, the fon of Kulb Ally Khan, who 
** was the fon of Ally Cooly Khan.” 
Wully Oolla Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘© Wully Oolla Khan, a fervant of the Emperor, a 
" Jageerdar, is the fon of Ghwolaum Imaum a 
‘¢ Dein Khan, deceafed, whe was the fifter’s fon 
“© of the Nawob Ahumcd Khan, deceafed.—What 
‘* is written in the text is exempt from all doubt.” 
Mahommed Mukkeem Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘* There is no doubt in the above. In all that con- 
‘« cerned mankind, he was without an equal.” 
Mohommed Azeem Khan. 
Wahed Ally Beig. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘© Wahed Ally Beig Khan, Ameen of the Soubah of 
‘* Bahar, bears teftimony to this.”’ 
Sujed Abafs Ally Khan Ruzvy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Son of Sujed Affud Ally Khan, deceafed, who was 
‘6 the 
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‘* the fon-in-law of Suraj ul Dowla, deceafed.— 
‘In truth, he (Mr. Haftings) was a man of under- 
‘« ftanding, and worthy of governing.” 
Anal Greeb. ) 
Under his feal is written, 
‘* Well known by the name of Sujed Fuzl Oolla 
«¢ Khan Hofeiny.” 
Mahommed Ally Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘* Mahommed Ally Khan, the Daroga of the Fouje- 
‘¢ darry Adawlut for the diftrict of Azeemabad, 
‘©and Soobah of Bahar, bears teftimony to this 
‘* paper.—The contents of the text are true.” 
Sujed Ifmacel Ally Khan Behadre. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Sujed Ifmaeel Ally Khan, the fon of Sujed Abdul 
‘* Ally Khan Behadre Shuja Jung, who was the 
‘* brother’s fon of the Nawab Izut Khan, the Sou- 
** bedar of Azeemabad.” | 
Ahmud Ally Khan. 
Mahommed Ally Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Mahommed Ally Khan, the fon of Khadim Hofein 
«¢ Khan.” 
Aboo Tooraub Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© Palpably true—Aboo Tooraub Khan is the fon of 


** Abul Coffim Khan, deceafed.” 
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Mchdy Neffaur Khan Behadre Sabit Jung. 
Abafs Cooley Khan Behadre Nufrut Jung. 
Ahmud Ally Khan. 
Fedarr Ally Khan, commonly called Abul Coffim. 
Fedarr Hofein Khan. 
Huffun Mahommed Khan. 
Ahmud Nuwaz Khan. 
Hedayct Hofein Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Thank God for all things.—I have feen the truth of 
‘* what is written in this paper.” 
Enayet Hofein Khan. 
Erfhaud Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Erfhaud Khan, the fon of the Nawaub Ameen ul 
‘* Dowlah Behadre.”’ 
Sujed Hyder Ally Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© So long as Mr. Haftings was governor of the 
‘¢ Soobah of Bengal, &c. noevils reached me; on 
“* the contrary, I continued in perfect eafe.”’ 
Mahommed Beig Khan. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘© The fon of Meer Meyher Ally Khan.” 
Mahommed Reza Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Mahommed Reza Khan, the fon-in-law of Abul 
‘* Coffim 
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‘¢ Coffim Khan, deceafed.—There is no doubt of 
‘* the juftice and equity of Mr. Haftings.” 
Hardy Ally Khan, phyfician. 
Shurruf Ally Khan Ibn Hichkum. 
Moonfhurruf Ally Khan Ibn Hichkum. 
Nuwaufith Hofein Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Evidently true.” 
‘« Nuwaufifh Hofein Khan, the grandfon of Abul 
‘© Coffim Khan, deceafed.” 
Nuwaufifh Huffun Khan. 
“* Evidently true.” 
‘* Nuwaufifh Huffun -Khan, the grandfon of Abul 
‘< Coffim Khan, deceafed.” 
Ghawzy u Deen Ally Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Evidently true.” 
Bifmilla Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ There is no doubt of this.”’ 
Morein u Deen Ally Kian. 
Abkarkhaun Behadre. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© Mr. Haftings was the benefactor of mankind, and 
‘¢ in every thing worthy of a ruler was without an 
‘equal. Tama Munfubdar of the Emperor.” 
Khaujeh Khulleel ullah Khan Behadre. 
No. 79. 


No. 79. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


. ot. 
82. 


05. 
. 86. 


. 87. 


88. 


( 612 ) ~ 


Hafiz Ghwolaum Ally Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© The fon of Fayez Ally Khan, deceafed, who was 
‘¢ the Bokfhy and Naib of the Soobah of Azeema- 
‘¢ bad under Mohaubut Jung.—I fwear by my 
God and my prophet, that during the time of 


Mr. Haftings’s government I lived in perfect 


é6 


* peace, and that I was much concerned at his 
** departure.” — 
Zuffer Cooly Khan. | 
Mahommed Afkurry Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© The grandfon of Fayez Ally Khan, deceafed, the 
‘© Bokfhy of Nawaub Mohaubut Jung.” 
Mahommed Hofein. 
Mahommed Ally Khan. 
Under his Seal is written, 
‘* In protecting the fubjects, and in whatever was 
‘* worthy of a chief, he was unequalled.” 
Azeem ulla Khan. 
Mahommed Tucky Khan Behadre. 
Under his feal is written, 
‘¢ In protecting the fubjects, and in whatever was 
‘¢ worthy of a chief, he was uncqualled.” 
Mahommed Yar Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘‘ It is palpably true, and I am fatisfied and thankful.” 
Sheer Afgun Khan Behadre. 
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Kunaumut ulla Khan. 
Muffeeh ulla Khan Behadre. 
Ghwolaum Durgah Meer Khan Kaudry. 
Ally Zamin Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
“* He was a juft man.’ 
Juggut ulla Khan. 
Nafir Ally Khan. 
Ameer Khan. 
Huffun Ally Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© Palpably true.” 
Maufoom Ally Khan. ° 
Under this feal is written, 
«« Mr. Haftings Behadre was a very juft man, a pro- 
‘© tector of the people, and a benefactor of the 
“* poor.” 
Mahommed Cooley Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
«© T was, and am fatisfied with, and thankful to him.” 
Meer Mahommed Takir Khan. , 
Under this feal is written, 
«© Mr. Haftings Behadre— may God increafe his 
‘* profperity—was a man of juftice, and a pro- 
‘* tector of the poor.—All mankind are fatisfied 
‘¢ with, and thankful to him. I alfo Meer Ma- 
‘* hommed Takir Khan, the grandfon of Nawaub 
Al ‘© Akee~ 
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«¢ Akeedutmund Khan Behadre, am fatisfied with 
‘¢ him, -and thankful to him.” 
Rajah Yekbaul Ally Khan Behadre. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Rajah Yekbaul Ally Khan Behadre, the fon of 
‘© Rajah Kaumgar Khan Mien, and Zemindar of 
*¢ the purgunnahs of Nurhot and Summoy, &c. 
‘* in the Sircar and Soobah of Bahar.” 
Ghwolaum Hoffein Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
*¢ The grandfon of Meerza Moyen u Dein Khan, 
‘< deceafed.” 
Niffaur Hoffein Khan Hoffeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Notorioufly true.” 
Khulleel Beig Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Notorioufly true.” 
Buddy o Deen Mahommed Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Son of Mahommed Khan, deceafed, a phyfician.— 
‘‘ From the commencement of Mr. Haftings’s 
‘* government I never experienced any hardfhip.” 
Meer Ghwolaum Hoffein Khan. 
Under this feal is written, | 
** From the commencement of Mr. Haftings govern- 
‘* ment I never experienced any hard{hip.”’ 
No. 106. 
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No. 106. Abdoolakhaun. 
Under this feal is written, 
«Tt is ftrictly true.” 
No. 107. Mahommed Tucky Khan. 
No. 108. Sumfaum u Deen Khan. | - 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Tt is ftricty truc.” 
No. 109. Mecr Mahommed Bauker Khan Behadre. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ In the juftice of Mr. Haftings, and in his protection 
‘¢ of the people, we are all fatisfied and thankful ; 


¢ 


and during the time of his government we led 


¢ 


wv 


® 
our lives in great tranquillity, and continued in 


wn 


abundance, infomuch that the very name of op- 
‘¢ preffion was not heard of.” 
No. 110. Hyder Ally Khan. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* There is no doubt in this.—From the commence- 
‘* ment of his government till his departure for 
‘* Europe, the inhabitants and people of this country 
‘¢ always continued in peace’and fecurity, and they 


‘¢ pray foy the king and country.” 
Beegums, and other Women of Rank. 


No. 111. Soubed U Niffa Beegum. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Daughter of the Nawaub Abdul Ally Khan Be- 
Al 2 ‘* hadre, 
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‘¢ hadre, fon of the Nawaub Sultaun Khan Behadre, 
‘© one of the nobles of Jechaugur, and the wife of 
‘© Shah Ally Khan.” 


. Zaheeutal Niffau Beegum, widow of Jullnl u Deen Hofen 


Khan, deceafed. 


. Zeenut ul Niffau Beegum. 
. Buddrah ul Niffau. 

TTS, 
. 116. 
. 117. 
. 118. 
. Sahib ul Niffau, wife of Ahmed Ally Khan. 


. 120. 


Inaut Fatimeh. 

Khier ul Niffau. 

Wully ul Niffau Beegum. 
Sujedeh Khodeyjch. 


Ahmetun Akremutun. 
Fatimeh Beegum. 
Ahumudy Beegum. 
Doordauneh Beegum. 
Ayelun Niffau Beegum. 
The Widow of Meer Afkerry, deceafed. 
Juggroo Beegum. 
Moofummaut Saulyhau. 
Under this feal is written, 
<* Notorioufly true.” . | 
‘¢ The feal of the wife of Imaum Bokfh Khan, 
‘© the fon of Kawzy Thifflun Roza Khan, 
‘* deceafed. 
Jeuny Beegum. 
Beeby Fatimeh Jaun Beegum. 
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Motihaulikaun of Rajah Sadoo Ram, deceafed. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* From the prudent counfels and perfect wifdom of 
‘* Mr. Haftings Behadre, he was in truth a man of 
** juftice, and a protector of the people.” 
Fatimah. The world obtained its deliverance by Fatemeh. 


i 132. Mukun ul Niffau Beegum, 
132. Noor Beeby : ‘* From Noor Beeby, (i. e. the Light of a 
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‘© Woman) the world obtained its redemption.”” 
Afmut Beegum. 
Shauiftch Beegum. 
Poly Beegum. 
Mooly Beegum. 
Doordauneh Beegum. 
Motehaulikaun Auleh Hoffein Khan, 
Under this feal 1s written, 


‘* Notorioufly true.” 


Men of Learning and Wifdom, Prelates, and Defcendants of the 


Prophets. 


No. 139. Ghwolaum Huffun. 


Under this feal 1s written, 
‘¢ The defcendant and reprefentative of the dignified — 
‘© Shah Arzanny, the model of the followers of 
‘* God, the chief of thofe poffeffing religious 
‘* wifdom.—May God fanétify his honoured tomb! 
‘« -—The contents of this. paper are ftrictly true.” 
No. 140. 
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Wauris Ally. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘© Witnefs Wauris Ally, the Motehwully (fuperin- 
‘© tendant of the charity lands) in the purgunnah 
‘ of Ghyaus Poor, in the Sircar and Soobah of 
‘* Bahar.” 
Mowlavy Moheb Ullah. 
Yekkeem Ally Motehwully. 
Burkut Ullah Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, | 
‘* The {eal of the Daroga of the cuftoms of Azcemabad.”” 
Mahommed Fiez Riozoy Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, | 
‘¢ The keeper of the ftone bearing the impreffion of 
‘* the foot-ftep of the prophet, near the garden of 
‘¢ Jaffer Khan, and well known by the name of 
‘© Sujed Mecr.” 
Tubbyeut ul Huck Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘‘ The fupporter and preceptor of ftudents, well 
«¢ known by the name of Mofafir ul Hofeiny ul 
‘¢ Behary.” ; 
Mowlavy Fioz] wllah unfaury Calendar Kadry. 
Under this feal is written, 
“¢ He (Mr. Haftings) was in truth a juft man.” 
Ghwolaum Hofein Hofeiny. | 
Under this feal is written, 
«© We people were and are always thankful to 


I Mr. 
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‘¢ Mr. Haftings: during his time we fuffered not 
‘* the leaft hardthip.” 
No. 148. Abdul Wahaub. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Strictly true. 
No. 149. Fiozl Ally, of the race of Gung Shukker (a famous durveifh) 
No. 150. Yaur Ahmed. — 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Palpably true.” 
No. 151. Fiozl Ally. 
No. 152. Ahmuddy Mokhtaur. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© There is no doubt in, this.” 
~ No. 153. Mutteahu Rehmaum Apfum ul Kutteteun. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© Ahmud Ally.” 

No. 154. Sheikh Mutteah U Rehmavn, Jemmatdar under the 
Englifh government, a native of [flamabad, reader of 
the Khutbah on the part of the King, and under the 
Foujdar. 

No. 155. Sujed Mahommed Cheraug Ally. 

No. 156. Sujed Nyauzy. | 

No. 157. Meer Sufder Ally. 

Under this feal 1s written, 
‘¢ There is no doubt in this; and in the conduct 
‘¢ which becomes a chief he was unequalled.” 
No. 158. Mahommed Afhruff. 
| Under this feal is written, 
‘© There is no doubt in this.” 
No. 159. 


Ne. 
No. 


No. 


No, 
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. 1g9. Khaujch Monim Bukth. 


160. Ghwolaum Zelauny. 
161. Sujed Mahommed Tahir. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* IT the offending flave of God, Mahommed Tahir, 
‘*am the fon of Mahommed Hofein Hofeiny.— 
‘¢ The contents of this paper are ftrictly true.” 
162. Huffun Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ The fon-in-law of Salim Ally Khan, deceafed, 
‘* Darogah of the Adaulut.” 
163. Isfindyar Beig. 


. 164. Sujyed Mobauruck., 
. 165. Meer Muftophah Ally. 
. 166, Sujed Meer Ally. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘* It is univerfally known that he was a man of juftice.” 


. 167. Sujed Burkaut Ally. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘* Jt is notorioufly true that he was a juft man.” 
168. Sujed Hyder Ally. 
169. Mahommed Moez. 
Under this feal is written, ° 
‘* Witnefs to the contents of this paper.” 


. 170. Sujed Mahommed Kummauly, 
No. 


171. Abu Mahommed. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘«* Whatever is written in the body of this paper is 
‘© notorioufly true.” 
No. 172. 


No. 172. Rufhid Ally. 
No. 173. Wauris Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Palpably true.” 
No. 174. Kulb Ally. 
No. 175. Sujed Afzul Ally. 
No. 176, Meer Alleem ullah. 
. 177. Sujed Koodrut ullah. 
No. 178. Abdapoo Baub ullah. 
No. 179. Ghwolaum Yehyah. 
No. 180. Minnut ullah. 
Mo. 181. Sujed Kulb Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘- I Sujed Kulb Ally, the fon of a prelate, and a 
‘« native of Guija, bear this teftimony, that a per- 


o) 


Zz 
) 


‘* fon fo endowed with all laudable qualities never 
‘* before came from the country of the Frungs. 
‘© All virtues which are proper for the nature of 
| ‘© man were confpicuous in him.” 
No. 182. Azeem ullah. 
Under this feal 1s Sprites 
‘« A prelate in the Soobah of Bahar.” 
No. 183. Nafir Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« | bear teftimony to the truth of this, that a perfon 
‘© fo endowed with all laudable qualities never 
‘‘ before came from the country of the Frungs. 
4K 8 AT] 
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«© All the virtues which are neceffary to the nature 
‘* of man were confpicuous in him,” 
Jewaker. 
Moneer ul Huck. 
Ghwolaum Neamut. 
Ghwolaum Neamut. , 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Palpably truc.” 
Rehmaun Hofein. 
Meer Fyez u Deen Hofein. 
Fuzzel Ally. 
Sujed Cheraug Ally. 
Mohil Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
“* Witnefs Mohil Ally, an Aimadar of the pergun- 
‘© nah Ghyauz Poor.” 
Rehmut Ally Ahmudy. 
Sujed Mahommed Tucky. 
Ally Akbar. 
Burkutullah. 
Allabd Sujéd Wully Allum. 
Sujed Shaw Allum, a prelate.. 
Alabd Sujed Rooftum Ally. 
Sujed Behadre Ally. 
Auly Nubby aulaud Ally. 
Sujed Soojaut Ally. 
Yah Hyder Kurraur, 
Zeea U Deen Mahommed. 
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Velayet Ally. 
Munnooar Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘< God knows and beholds this.” 
Meerza Mohummuddy. 
Mahommed Moraud. 
Zeen U Deen Ahmud: 
Mahommed Behadre. 
Amaunut. 
Abdahoo Hoor: 
Jraudut. 
Jemahir. 
Kulleem Ullah. 7 
Mahommed Afkery: 
Ghwolaum Jelauny. 
Meer Coffim Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© There is no doubt of this, that he was a man of 
‘«¢ juftice. Tam the fon of Meer Nuffur Ullah.” 
Nurwulley Shah Wully. 
Sujed Sufder Ally. 
Under this {eal 1s written, 
«¢ So long as Mr. Haftings Behadre was the governor 
‘¢ of the Soobah of Bengal, &c. on no account 
‘© did any hardfhip befall me; on the contrary, | 
‘* remained in perfect eafe.” 
Meer Hofeiny, the fon of Meyher Ally Khan. 
Ghwolaum Hofein. | 
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. Meerza Jecig Ally Baig. ) ‘ 
. Sujed Hofein Ally. 
. Meer Mahommed Hofein. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘: The feal of Meer Mahommed Hofein, a merchant,” 
Kummur U Deen. 
Sullabut Khan, the on Of Baukir Khan. 
Sheikh Mahommed Sullah. | 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ A native of Lahore.” 
Ghwolaum Mukhdoom. 
Mahommed If{mael Hofeiny. 
Mokurrum Ally. ' 
Sujed Rooftum Ally. 
Sujed Mahommed Moktedir. 
Mahommed Dayim. 
Khoorum Ally. 
Zeca U Deen Mahommed. 
Mahommed Huffun. 
Khizur Khan. 
Fyez Oolak. 
Mahommed Zummaun. 
Mahommed Wauiil. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* All men are fatisfied with and grateful to Mr. Haft- 
‘* ings for his good conduct. I know he ftudied 
‘‘ the good of the Company. To this I {wear by 
‘* God.” 
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Meer Bukfhy. 
Mahommed Hofein. 
Under this feal is written, 
“The feal and writing of Meer Mahommed Hofein, 
‘¢ merchant.” | 
Syed Ghwolaum Hyder. 
Sujed Kurrun Ally. | 
Hoo Allah Akbar. 
Abdul Kadir. 
Ghwolaum Shurruf. 
Meer Khier U Deen Hofein. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* The fon of Meer Moraud Ally, the Bokfhy of 
‘* the Nawaub Ihteram U Dowlah Behadre, the 
‘¢ Soobahdar of the Soobah of Azeemabad.” 
Sujed Ahfun Ally Hofeiny. 
Amaunut Ullah. 
Bundeh Durgah Moraud Ally. 
Sujed Ameer Ullah. 
Mahommed Ameen. 
Sujed Meer Ally. 
Sullaumut Ullah. 
Mahommed Huffool. 
Abdahoo Fackcer Ameer Ullah Hofeiny. 


Mahommed Summy. 
Meer Jummaul U Deen. 
Mahommed Naumdaur. 


Hummadauny Hofeiny. 
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Meer Shurruf Ally. 
Wauris Ally. 
Mahommed Mehdy. 
Sujed Wauris Ally. 
Ghwolaum Ally. 
Sujed Shah Imaum. 
Shahab Ally. | 
Under this feal is written. 
‘¢ Strictly true.” | 
Mahommed Bauker.”’ 
Mahommed Hofun. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘© God knows and beholds.” 
Nuwaufifh Ally. 
Imdaud Ally. 
Abdahoo Abdaloo Beig. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Strictly truc.”” 
Mahommed Muffah.' 
Sujed Rooftum Ally. 
Ghwolaum Moftapha. 
Rohullah. 
Sujed Noor Ally. 
Murza Fuzzl Ally. 
Mahommed Roufhun. 
Loll Mahommed. 
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Sief Ally. 
Mohib Ally. 
Sheikh Khier ullah. 
Mahommed Shurruff. 

Under this feal is written, 

‘¢ Stri@tly true.” | 
Futteh Oolah. 
Meer Wauyez Ally. 


Under this feal is written, 


‘*« In the protection of the people, and in the conduct 
‘¢ that becomes a chief, he was without an equal.” 
Sheikh Jummun. | 
Abdahoo Mahommed A hoor. 
Mahommed Khier ullah. 
Mahommed Reza. 
Abdahoo Mahommed Nizam. 
Sheikh Nuffer ullah. 
Peer Mahommed. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Strictly true.” 
Kauzim Hofein. 
Under this feal 1s written, 
«* Palpably true.” 
Meer Umjud Hofein. 
Sujed Shums u Deen Hofein. 
Mahommed Tahir. 
Zulfekhaur Ally. 


Sujed Futteh Ally. 
No. 304 
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No, 304. Ghwolaum Ally. 
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Under this feal is written, 
“ Notorioufly true.” 
Sufder Ally. 
Sheikh Abdoolah. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Notorioufly true.” 
Meer Ahmud Hofein. 
Meer Hofein 
Fehaum u Deen Mahommed, the Moonfhy of the cuftonis 
at Azeemabad. 
Sulleem u Dein Hofeiny. 
Mahommed Fyawz. 
Khier Ullah. 
Mahommed Jammaul ul Huck. 
Mahommed Khulleel. 
Abdul Jullul. 
Ghwolaum Ally. 
Meer Ghwolaum Ally. 
Sujed Hamid Jecly. 
Sujed Khulieel. 
Nujecb Ullah. 
Sujed Rizvaun Ally. 
Wauhed Ally. 
Ghwolaum Mortizah. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* In his good conduct, and perfe@ wifdom, 
‘6 Mr. 
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‘¢Mr. Haftings Behadre was in truth worthy of 
‘* government.” 
Peer Mahommed. 
Ghwolaum Abdul Kader. 
Under this feal is written, 

‘¢ He was indeed a man of truth and juftice.” 

Ghureeb Ullah Hofeiny. 
Sujed Hidauyet ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 

‘* Notorioufly true.” 
Khaujeh Ghwolaum Hafis Kauderry ul Hofeiny. 
Buncuch Durgah Muffy ullah. 
Ruffeeah u Deen Mahommed. 
Shah Mahommed Jaffer Ally. 

Under this feal is written, 

‘© Notorioufly true.” 
Mahommed Meyhdy. 

Under this feal is written, 

‘* Notorioufly true.” 
Ameen ullah Hofeiny. 
Fakeer Haddy Ally. 
Sheikh Kudrut ullah. 
Fukkeer Durgah Nubby Mahommed Muffy. 
Roufhun Ally. 

Under this feal is written, 


‘« Mr. Haftings Behadre was in truth a man of juftice, 
‘* and a protector of the people.” 
4 L No. 338. 
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Hubbeek ullah. 
Shah Ghwolaum Hofein. 
Shah Meer Ally. 
Noor u Dein Ally. 
Mahommed Azeem Hofeiny. 
Fuffy ullah. 
Sujed Imaum Bokth. 
Mahommed Ally. 
Kulb Ally Ruzwy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© In this there is no doubt.” 
Sujed Ghwolaum Huffun. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« In this there is no doubt.” 
Sujed Feiz Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* He was a juft man.” 
Mahommed Ilahy Bokfh. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ In this there is no doubt.”’ 
Shah Meer Ally. | 
Innayet ullah Hofeiny. | 
Alabdul Moofnib Mahommed Jaffer. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* We people are entirely fatisfied with, and thankful 
** to Mr. Haftings, for his juftice and protection of 
‘* the people.” 
No. 353. 
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No. 353. Mahommed Farook. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ The nephew of Choudry Abdul Ruffool, the 
‘* Choudry of Azeemabad.” 
No. 354. Sujed Ally. 
No. 355. Mahommed Auriff. ; 
No. 356. Hajee Mahommed Khayim. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Of the juftice and equitysof Mr. Haftings there is 
‘* no doubt.” 
No. 357. Abdahoo Mahommed Mullich. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* We are greatly fatisfied with and thankful to 
‘* Mr. Haftings for his juftice, his munificence to 
‘‘ the poor, and his protection of the people.” 
No. 358. Mahommed Mehdy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* There is no doubt or queftion that Mr. Haftings 
‘¢ was juft; that he fupported the needy ; and that 
‘she protected the people: we were fatisfied and 
** thankful.” 
No. 359. Mahommed Moneeyr Kedwanjee. 
No. 360. Mofauhib Ally. 
No. 361. Mahommed Ally Kedwanjee. 
No. 362. Mahommed Ally Kedwangee. 
No. 363. Meer Ghwolaum Hofein Mahommeddy. 
No. 364. Iftekhar Beig. 
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Afghur Hofein Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* This is notorioufly true.” 
Meer Ghwolaum Shurruf. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ T never heard or faw that Mr. Haftings was guilty 
‘* of injuftice to any man.” 
Ghwolaum Muftopha. 
Laul Mahommed. 
Rockun Ally Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ In truth, he was unequalled for the protection of 
‘* the people : whoever petitioned him obtained his 
‘© defire.”’ 
Ummeer u Deen Hofein. 
Under this feal is written, 
** Mr. Haftings was a man of indeitaniing» 
Mahommed Abid. 
Under this feal is written, . 
“Mr. Haftings Behadre was, in the protection of 
‘* the people, and in the improvement of the country, 
‘* a ruler without an equal: during the time of that 
‘* Gentleman’s government I was pleafed and 
‘* happy.” 
Meer Inauyet ullah Hummandauny ut Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘*“ Mr. Haftings was in juftice without a fecond.”’ 
5 No. 373. 
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Ghwolaum Ally. 
Under this fealris written, 
‘* This is notorioufly true.” 
Sujed Hummedauny Mahommedy ut Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
“* ‘We were greatly pleafed and fatisfied with Mr. ‘Haft- 
‘ings for his juftice and for his protection of the 
‘* people.” 
Sheikh Abdullah Moneyre. 
‘« Mr. Haftings Behadre was a juft man, and a protector 
‘© of the people, fo that in his time no hardfhip was 
‘* experienced.” 
Sheikh Barrullah Moneyry. 
‘* Mr. Haftings Behadre, in the throne of juftice and of 
‘¢ protection to the people, was fuch a man, that he 
‘¢ has no fecond.” 
Mahommed Sir Bolond. 
Under this feal is wuitten, 
‘¢ Tt is notorioufly true.” 
Sujed Burkut ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 
“TT call God to witnefs, that all men were fatif- 
‘‘ fied and happy during the adminiftration of 
‘““ Mr. Haftings, and that no man fuffered any 
“* hardfhips.” 


Muffech ullah. 


Meer Futtch Ally. 
No. 382. 


No. 
No. 
No. 


No. 
No. 
. 389. 


No. 
No. 
No. 


- 394- 
No. 


No. 


383. 
384. 


385. 
. 386. 


387. 


388. 


390. 
. 39 is 
392. 


393: 


395° 


396. 


( 634 ) 


~ Meer Aha Ally Hofeiny. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘* From the commencement of the Englifh Company’s 
‘* government, a man fo juft as Mr. Haftings has 
<* not come to this country.” 
Sujed Mahommuddy. — 
Sujed Boorhaun Ally. © 
Abdoolah. 
Sujed Muffeeh u Deen Hofein. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* It is notorioufly true.” 
Shums u Deen. 
Ahmed Ally. 
Hufby ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Tam a witnefs to the truth of this.” 
Meerza Lutf Ally Beig, bears teftimony. 
Sheikh Ghwolaum Mortiza, bears teftimony. 
Sheikh Boodun, bears teftimony. 
Meerza Bogul Beig, bears teftimony. 
Mortiza Kooly Beig, bears teftimony. 
Chumroo Khan. 
Under this feal 1s written, 
‘* He was a protector of the people, anda difpenfer of 
** juftice.”” 
Ghwolaum Mahommed. 
Under this feal is written, 
“6 I bear teftimony to the truth of this.” 
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Eefo of Reza. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* He was a protector of the poor, and a difpenfer of 
** juftice to the people.” 
Nuffur ullah. 
Ghwolaum Hofein. 
Under this fcal is written, 
‘¢ It is notorioufly true.” 
Sheikh Mahommed Mah. 
Yah Hofein. 
Sujed Mohib Ally Hofeiny. 
Shums u Deen Ally. 
Sujed Inayet ullah Hofeiny.. 
Sufdur Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
** It is notorioufly true.” 
Sujed Rehmut ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* In this there is no doubt.” 
Durveifh Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© Warren Haftings Behadre was famous for the dif- 


‘* penfation of juftice, and the protection of the 
‘* people. We, during the period of his govern- 
‘* ment, were fatisfied, thankful, and at eafe.” 
Ghwolaum Muffeeh u Deen. 
Ghwolaum Mahommed. 
Sujed Mohib Ally Hofeiny. 
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Sheikh Ghwolaum Mohy u Deen. 
Abdahoo Burkut ullah. 
Wauris Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ In this there is no deception.——I am a Rozenehdaur 
‘¢ jn the Sircar of Shahabad.”’ 
Sheikh Kurreem ullah. 
Kaumil Ally Wully. 
Sujed Nuzur Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ The contents are notorioufly true.” 
Shah Fuzl Ally. 
Bundch Durgahy. — 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© It is notorioufly true.—I am the Naib Khaunfamaun 
‘¢ of the Nizamut in the Soobah of Bahar.”’ 
Khaujeh Jummaul, the fon of Hofein Bokth. 
Sujed Mahommed Aflem. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« The juftice of Mr. Haftings Behadre, and pro- 
‘© te€tion of the poor, are as clear as the fun.” 
Shah Meer Butchoo. | 
Under this feal is written, 
«© As a juft man he was without his like.” 
Durveifh Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* Tam manager of affairs for the family of Meer 


‘“¢ Mahommed 
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‘¢ Mahommed Humaum, who was the fon of Meer 
‘© Mahommed Imaum Behary.” 
No. 423. Mahommed Ally. 
No. 424. Doau Ullah. 
No. 425. Danifh Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘‘ Tt is true, that Mr. Haftings Behadre was fit for 
‘* government, and for the difpenfation of juftice. 
‘¢ We were fatisfied with and thankful to him.” 
No. 426. Meer Shurruff u Deen Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© Tl) Meer Shurruff u Deen, am the brother of Meer 
‘* Afzul, the uncle of Meer Afhruff, an inhabitant 
‘¢ of Patna, and a dependant of the Englifh Com- 
‘* pany Behadre. From the juftice of Mr. Hattings, 
‘‘ his protection of the people, and his excellent 
‘* conduct towards them, the people of other coun- 
<« tries defired, as for example, thofe of Cafhmeer to 
*« lift up their hands in prayer, that God would make 
‘« the Englifh government the lot of their country. 
—Many people delivered petitions to him,” 
No. 427. Sujed Nujjef. 
No. 428. Sujed Waurzullah Hofeiny. 
Under this feal is written, 
“©The fon of Meer Noor u Deen, deceafed.—lI 
‘¢ fwear by the God of Kauba, that during the time 
‘¢ of Mr. Haftings I never fuffered any hardfhip.” 
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Nuffur ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ It is true.” 
Mahommed Ally. 
Meer Noor ullah. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ It is true.” 
Khaujeh Mahommed Muhfoot. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* It is notorioufly true.” 
‘¢ There is no doubt or queftion.—The Gomaiftah: 
— € of Khaujeh Summy.” 
Niffaur Ally. 
Under this feal is written,. 
“* It is notorioufly true.’” 
Ruffee u Deen Hofein.. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© In this there is no deception.” 
Loll Mahommed. 
Ghwolaum Ghous. 
Bundeh Durgah Ghwolaum Kutteb.. 
Behadre Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
** It is ftridtly true.” 
Abdahoo Mahommed Rumzanny. 
Mahommed Roufham. 
Under this feal is written, 
“6 Mr. Haftings was a juft and equitable man.” 
No. 441. 
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No. 441. Sheikh Tauj u Deen. | 
Under this feal is written, 
“« It is ftritly true that Mr. Haftings was a man of 
‘* juftice, and that I am greatly diftreffed by his de- 
“ parture.” 
No. 442. Meer Sujed Ally. 
Under this feal is written, 
“* Mr. Haftings Behadre, in the bufinefs of protecting 
‘* the people, was a ruler without an equal.” 
"No. 443. Khajeh Nyam ullah. | 
‘* Without doubt or queftion he was a man of juftice.”” 
No. 444. Tahir Ally. 


Rajabhs and Roys, and Zemeendars and civil Officers, and other Perfons 
of Rank, being Hindoos. 


No. 445. Intizaumul Moolk Maha Rajah Kullean Sing Behadre 
Tehhoower Jung. 
No. 446. Rajah Bowanny Sing Behadre. 
No. 447. Roy Bunwaury Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
«* Tam the nephew of Maha Rajah Ram Narain 
«¢ Behadre, and of the Maha Rajah Derege Narain 
** Behadre, Soobahdars of the Soobah of Bahar. 
‘© From the noble generofity and the princely muni- 
** ficence of the governor, Mr. Haftings Behadre, 
“« I with great gratitude continued in the manage- 
4M 2 “* ment 
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‘¢ ment of the affairs of my faid two honoured rela- 
‘* tions, and inthe adminiftration of Patna.” 
No. 448. Rajah Buffunt Ram. 
Under this feal is written, | 
‘© The manager and reprefentative, on the part of 
‘¢ Maha Rajah Ram Narrain Behadre, the Soobedar 
‘* of the Soobeh of Azeemabad, commonly called 
‘¢ the Soobeh of Bahar, am very greatly fatisfied 
‘‘ with and thankful to Mr. Haftings for his aia 
‘© conduct.” 
No. 449. Roy Sook Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘©The nephéw of Maha Rajah Ramnarain Behadre,. 
‘© deceafed, the Soobedar of the Soobah of Azee- 
‘© mabad, commonly called the Soobah of Bahar.” 
No. 450. Gunga Perfaud. | 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* The feal of the brother of Rajah Buffunt Roy.” 
No. 451. Hurry Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* A relation of ‘the Rajah Buffunt Ram Saheb.” 
No. 452. Zorauwur Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* A relation of the Rajah Buffunt Ram Saheb.” 
INOS AS Bebe, Bie irs Sing. 
: Under this feal is written, 


‘* The fon-in-law of Roy Mohun Loll.” 
No. 454. 


No. 454. 


No. 455. 


No. 456. 


No. 457. 
No. 458. 


No. 459. 


No. 460. 


No. 461. 
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Himmut Behadre. 
‘* The grandfon of Rajah Moorly Dhur,” 
Bauboo Loll Sing Behadre. 
Under this feal is written, 
¢¢ J, tRe well-wither of the Company, am the nephew 
‘of Rajah Moorley Dhur, the antient Hircarrah 
‘© of the Soobah of Azeemabad.”’ 
Shittaub Roy. 


~ Under this feal is written, 


‘* The hereditary Dewan of the Maha Rajah Deerege 
‘¢ Narrain Behadre, Soobedar of Azeemabad.”’ 
Purfud Roy. 
Roy Ram Sahoy. : 
Under this feal is written. 
‘© The fon of Rajah Noubut Roy, deceafed, the 
‘¢ Soobehdar of the Soobah of Bahar, commonly 
** called Azeemabad.” 
Nadir Bokfh Choudry. 
Under this feal is written, 
«¢ A Chowdry of aap = 
Deenanaut. : 
Under this feal'is written, 
‘ Deenanaut, the Vackeel of Maha Rajah Ruttun 
‘¢ Behadre Shah, the Rajah of Neepaul.”’ 
Surrup Narain. 
Under this feal-is written, 
‘s The fignature and feal of Bauboo Surup Narain Sing, 
‘* Choudry 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


462. 


463. 


464. 


465. 


466. 
467. 
468. 
469. 


No. 470 
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‘* Choudry of Sircar Sarung, in the Soobah of 
‘* Bahar.” 
Roy Bowany Sahoy. 
‘Under this feal is written, 
‘< In this there is no deception” 
Rajah Beer Koonwur Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
**« Rajah Beer Koonwur Sing, the Rajah of Sircar 
«* Champaurun, in the Soobah of Bahar.” 
Surrupjeet Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
“ The fignature and feal of Surrupjeet Sing, the 
“ choudry or the purgunnah of Surreefa, in the 
‘© Sircar of Hadjeepoor, in the Soobah of 
‘* Bahar.” 
Rajah Bikkramajeet Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* The fignature of the Rajah of Siscar Shawabad, 
‘© in the Soobah of Bahar.” 
Bifhun Naut Roy. 
Mahtab Roy. 
Dianat Roy. 
Roy Ram Churn. 
Atchunt Roy. 
Under this feal is written, 
“It is ftri@ly true that Mr. Haftings was a juft 
“* man, and a protector of the people.” 
4 N. 471. 
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No. 471.. Noubut Roy. 


Under this {eal is written, 

‘© I Noubut Roy, the Vackeel of Sujed Ghwolaun. 
Hofein Khan Behadre, know that there is no 
doubt or queftion as to the juftice of Mr. Hafte-- 
‘* ings, his protection of the people, or his. 
humanity to all mankind. My conftituent with 
a thoufand tongues beftows praifes on the govern-. 
ment of Mr. Haftings, and his protection of. 
the people. My conftituent is entirely fatisfied 
‘‘ with Mr. Haftings, and prays for his welfare. 
‘* My conftituent is now refiding at Hofeinabad, 
the “place of his Ultumghaw. Were he here, 
his feal would be affixed to this paper.” 

No. 472.. Hirdéal Dofs. 
Under this {eal is written, 
‘6 Hirdéal Dofs, owner of’ the village Ahooneh, in 
‘¢ the purgunnah of Beewung.—Mr. Haftings’s 
‘¢ fervice of the country, his protection of the 
‘* people, and his endowments as a ruler, are well. 


a 
*~ 


“ 
w 


6 


‘* known.” = ° 
No. 473. Jey Perfaud.. 

Under this feal is written, | 
«* Jey Perfaud, the humbleft of God’s fervants, am 
‘** the owner of the village of Pryjooneh, in the 
‘¢ purgunnah of Ghyauzpoor.—It is clearer than: 
** the fun, that all men were fatisfied and thankful 
‘‘ during Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration, and I. 
‘* above all men.” 


No. 474. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 
No. 
No. 


No. 


.AT4. 
475- 


470. 


47]: 


. 478. 


479+ 


480. 
481. 
482. 
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Maha Rajah Adout Chund. 
Juggernaut Sahoy Bohore Sing Roy. 
Under this feal is written, _ 
‘* It is palpably true, that no man can be offended 
‘* with a perfon of fo much juftice.” 
The fignature of Choudry Behary Loll, of the purgunnah 
of Havely Azcemabad. _ 
‘* During the adminiftration of Mr. Haftings we were 
‘* fatisfied and happy.” 
Afaulet Roy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* The feal of the fon of Rajah Sadooram.—~Mr. Haft- 
‘‘ ings was a juft man, and a protector of the 
“* people.” 
Mahtaub Roy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Tt is notorioufly true.” 
Cheit Roy Tehwuckooly. | 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ Surriftehdaur of the Pay Office and of the Intelli- 
** gence Officess of the Soobah of Bahar.—What 
‘© ig written in the body of this paper is true.” 
Sullaumut Roy Tehwuckooly. 
Munfook Roy, | | 
Chein Sing. 
Under this feal is written, | 
** Chein Sing, the Gomaftah of the Choudry of 
** Haveley Azeemabad, bears teftimony.” 
Narain Sing Keyry Wauleh. 
No. 484. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 


No. 
No. 


. 484, 


485. 


486. 


487. 


488. 


489. 
490. 


° 491. 
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Doorga Sahoy Heereeh Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ ‘The hereditary Mohtefuddy of the Dewry of the 
‘* Sircar of Mahah Rajah Ram Narain Behadre.” 
Hunnomaun Sahoy Bukhtawur Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ ‘The Vackeel of Rajah Buffunt Ram Sahib.” 
Moujy Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* A fervant of the Rajah Buffunt Ram Sahib.” 
Sheo Perfaud. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Sheo Perfaud, a Mohfefuddy of the Nawaub Mehdy 
‘© Ally Khan Behadre, the Naib of the Soobah 
‘* of Azeemabad.” 
Jungy Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
«¢ Jungy Loll, the hereditary Moonfhy of the Niza- 
‘© mut of the Soobah of Bahar.” 
Hurdial Sing. 
Muddun Gopaul Keidhoo Loll. . 
Under this feal is written, 
“An inhabitant of Patna, and the Naib of the 
‘© Vackeel of the Dutch Factory.” 
Huns Roy. : 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© An inhabitant of Patna, and the Vackecl of the 
** Dutch Factory.” 
AN. | No. 492. 


No. 492 


No. 493. 
No. 494. 


No. 495. 
No. 496. 
No. 497. 


No. 498. 


No. 499. 


No. 500. 


No. 501. 


¢ 
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. Surdaur Sing. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘* The feal of the Moonfhy of the cuftom houfe at 
‘* Patna.” 
Hur Churn. 
Aufy Ram Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* The Vackeel of Bauboo Surrupnarrain Sing.” 
Koofhall Ram. 
Chein Loll. 
Jou Loll. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘© The feal of*Jou Loll, the Motefuddy of Rajah 
** Bickra Majeit Sing, the Rajah of Shawabad.” 
Oomrou Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
<< A writer of the cuftom houfe. 
Jey Gopaul Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ The fon of Lalla Bifhun Sing.—Whatever 1s written: 
‘* in the body ot this paper, is free from all. doubt.” 
Mendoo Loll. 
Under this feal is written, — 
‘© The nephew of Lalla Huns Roy, the Vackeel of the 
‘* Dutch factory, and an inhabitant of Patna.”’ 


Gunga Ram. 


Under this feal is written, 
‘‘ In this there is no deception.” 
3 No. §02. 


No. 
No. 
No. 


No. 
No. 


No. 


502. 
503+ 
504. 


‘LOS. 
» 506. 
» §07. 
. 508. 
. $09. 
» §10. 
s61k, 
GIS. 
ST} 
» 514. 
515. 
. 516. 
ue 
» 518. 
» §19. 


520. 


gal. 


ee 
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Birj Behary. 
Hirdew Roy. 
Buffawunt Loli, 
‘¢ The fon of Moonihy Roonwaur Sing, deceafed. 
“* It is notorioufly true.” 


Seinaput Buffunt Ram. 

Luchmy Narrain. - 

Rada Kifhun. 

Abdahoo Bucktawaur Sing. 

Itcha Sing. 

Oomrow Sing. 

Chuny Loll. 

Sheo Sahoy Goer Dial. : 

Jugger Naut. 

Boot Kifhun. 

Bufty Ram. 

Behadre Sing. 

Naunuck Goroo Shahoy Bifshun Sing. 

Derk Paul. 

Himmut Sing. 

Under this feal is writttn, , | 
‘In upright counfels and in perfect wifdom Mr. Haft- 
‘* ings was in truth a man of juftice, and a protector 
‘* of the people.” 
Ram Diaul Sing, the uncle of Saddoo Ram. 
Nubkifhore, the fon of Peim Chund. 
‘* It is notorioufly true.” 
Caufy Naut. | | 
4N 2 | No. 523: 
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No. 523. Sheywuck Ram. | 
No. 524. Madhoo Surrun Roy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘¢ He was a juft man.” 
No. 525. Ram Perfaud Roy. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘« Mr. Haftings was a gift of God in his mercy to 
‘* mankind.—I fuffered no hardtfhip.” 
No. 526. Ram Chund Sahoy Gopaul Chund. 
No. 527. Munnear Sing bears teftimony: ‘* without doubt or 
queftion he was a juft man.” | 
- Kifhun Sahoy. 
Under this feal is written, 


oe) 


No. 52 


*¢ It is notorioufly true.” 
No. 529. Gowry Sunker Sahoy. 
No. 530. Juggernaut. 
No. 531. Goor Govind Sahoy Goorperfaud Sing. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* It is notorioufly true.” 
No. 532. Jaggernaut. 
No. 533. Joomuck Loll. 
No. 534. Sey Loll Goor Sahoy. 
No. 535. Jeywahir Mull. : 
‘* It is notorioufly true.” 
No. 536. Ram Sing. | 
No. 537. Beneram. 
Under this feal is written, 
‘* It is ftrictly true, Mr. Haftings was a juft man, 


‘© and 


No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 


No. 
No. 
No. 


No. 
No. 


538. 
539- 
540. 
541. 
- $42. 
543- 
544. 
545- 
546. 
547- 
548. 
549- 


550. 
551. 
552. 
- $53: 


554: 
555° 
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** and the — are greatly concerned at his de 
‘* parture.”’ 


Bankers and Merchants. 


Ram Chund Ager Waulah. 


-Caun Chund Ager Waulah. 


Bughwaun Dofs, jeweller. 
Jey Chund. 
Gunfaum Dofs and Bifshun Dofs, chief of the druggitfts 
Peya Dofs. 
Hur Shewuck Ager Waullah. 
Tehjoo Sah. ° 
Dhomy Sah, jeweller. 
Mooda, the Choudry of the Shroffs. 
Bauboo Sah. 
Mooty Loll. 
Under this fecal is written, 
‘¢ Mooty Loll, the hereditary treafurer of the Soobah 
‘* of Bahar.—Whatever is written in the Perfian 
‘« character in th® paper is true.” 
Sukty Ram and Nuffy Chund. 
Bowany Dofs. 
Cofhall Chund Choudry. 
Munnoo Sing, the Gomaftah of the Cheudiy of the clot 
merchants. 
Bughut Ram, and Bowanny Dofs. 


Bowanny Dofs, and Gunneis Dofs. 
No. ¢¢6. 


- 556. 
“557° 
w RES 
- 559° 
. 560. 
- 561. 
- 562. 
» 563. 
- 564. 
666. 
. 566. 
. 567. 
. 568. 
. 569. 
mew ier 
571 
myer 
+ $73: 
514 
- 575+ 
. 576. 
“STE 
. $78. 
- 579- 
- 580. 
. 581. 
. 582. 
. 583. 
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Bolonaut Ager Wauleh. 
Golaub Roy and Caffinaut. 
Gewaul Dofs and Chutter Bofe Dofs, 
Sumboonaut. | 
Kifhun Dofs. 
Kookum Chund, jeweller. 
Jewun Chund, jeweller. 
Mooty Sahoo, jeweller. 
Hurry Sing Ager Walauh. 
Neik Mull. 
Heem Rauj and Maunick Chund. 
Bolonaut and Sham Loll, and Munfooram. 
Chummun Loll, and Kifhun Dofs. 
Kifhun Ram, and Bowanny Perfaud. 
Surubfoop, and Incharam. 
Nunperfaud. | 
Tirbowun Dofs. 
Buffunt Ram. 
Praan Sook. 
Bolonaut. 
Ruttun Chund. 
Jey Kifhun Dofs. 
Hutteh Chund. 
Ram Kifhun. 
Noul Chund, 
Hurry Maun. | 
Mahrah Choudry, by the pen of ae Choudry. 
Bolonaut. 


No. 584, 


. 684. 
. 685, 
. 586. 

- $87. 

. 588. 
. 89. 
- $90. 
. $l. 
» $92. 
- $93- 
- 594. 
- $95: 
. 596. 
- 597: 
» 598. 
2599: 

. 600. 
. 6o1. 
. 602. 
. 603. 
. 604. 
. 605. 

. 606. 
, 607. 
. 608. 
. 609. 
. 610. 
. Ort. 


( 631 ) 

Dedun Choudry, by the pen of Kewul.- 

Gocul Chund, cloth merchant. 

Jewun Dofs, cloth merchant. 

Meetoo Loll Ager Waleh. 

Loll Jee Paundy. 

Bifhun Naut. 

Sah Mul, 

Jey Kifhun Dofs. 

Ram Perfaud. 

Soom Chund. 

Bowanny Dofs. 

Putney Mull. 

Sohun Mull, cloth merchant: 

Dewarkaw Dofs. 

Burrull, cloth merchant. 

Suddaunund Miffer, cloth merchant. 

Mohtraw Dofs, cloth merchant. 

Ram Sahoy, cloth merchant. 

Bijenaut. 

Doomun Sing, cloth merchant. 

Cheh Coury Mull. " 

Cholaufy Mull. . 

Sheik Shoker ullah. 

Setaram. | 

Nundram, cloth merchant. 

Fukkeer Chund. 

Chuny Lol. 

Loll Jee, cloth merchant. | 
Befides 


( 652 ) 
~ Befides the preceding, there are a few feals which are neither num- 
bered or tranflated, the impreffion being illegible. 
(A true Tranflation.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(True Copies.) | E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 


A A. 
No. 15. Copy Letter from the Collector of Baugulpoor, and Copy 
Tranflation of a Perfian Paper tranfmitted therewith. 


Jo EpwarpD Hay, Efguire, Secretary to the Government General 
at Fort William. 
SIR, 

YOUR letter of the 31ft March, by the direction of the Right 
Honourable the Governor General in Council, authorized me to 
receive and tran{mit to you any addrefles from the native inhabitants 
of this diftri&t, which they might be defirous of prefenting, in 
teftimony relative to Mr. Haftings. 

I have herewith the honour to tranfmit you fundry papers on this 
fubjet, No..1, 2, 3, and 4, which have been tendered to me by 
and on the part of the zemindars, canoongoes, and the other prin- 
cipal inhabitants of the diftri¢ts of Baugulpoor and Rajemahl, and 


of 
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of the hill people, inhabitants of the Jungleterry diftrids. The 
papers No. 1 and 2 appear to contain the fignatures of all the land- 
holders and canoongoes of my divifion ; and I think it neceflary to 
acquaint you that thefe, as wellas others, were voluntarily tendered 
to me without the fmalleft interference on my part to obtain them. 


I have the honour to be, 


SIR, 
Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed ) ROBERT ADAIR, Collector. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, Secretary to the Fort. 


Papers received the 2d October, 1788, tranfmitied by the Collector of 
Baugulpoor, and tranflated purfuant to an Order from the Governor 
General in Council, dated 29th April, 1788, under the Seals and 


Signatures as under written. 


It having come to the hearing of all us men, the canoongoes, 
gemindars, choudries, and talookgars of the diftrict of Baugulpoor, 
in the province of Bahar, that the Gentlemen in England are dif- 
pleafed with the late Governor General Mr. Haftings, &c. as in ad- 
drefs A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Kifhnaram, canoongoe of purgunnah Ilamabad, é&c. in all 42 names. 
A O | Under 
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; BB, 
Under the Seals and Signatures as under written, 


No. 16. WE humbly reprefent to the minifter of the King of 
England, that we, inhabitants of Zillah Baugulpoor and Chuckla 
Akbarnagur, have heard that a few perfons, totally ignorant of the 
particulars relative to this country, have made falfe calumnious 
reports regarding Mr. Haftings, thereby throwing the minds of the 
minifters of England into doubt, and injured Mr. Haftings, and 
afperfed his character. This has much aftonifhed us, as all the inha- 
bitants of this country lived in perfect eafe and quiet, by the good 
conduct which he followed from the time of his arrival until his de- 
parture. Mr. Haftings tranfacted the affairs of the eountry in a 
proper manner, at all times feeking the profperity and happinefs of 
the inhabitants, and preferving the rights and characters of every one 
according to their refpective rank, and avoiding every act which 
could occafion diftrefs or difcredit to us. Onthis account we were, 
and continue fatisfied with Mr. Haftings. It is therefore incumbent 
on us to reprefent without myftery, according to our religion, a few 
of the particulars of his wife conduct, which we have feen and heard, 
as follows :—Mr. Haftings performed innumerable benefits on all the 
inhabitants of this country, difapproved of opprefflion towards any 
one, difplayed kindnefs and diftinguifhing marks of credit to ancient 
families; and, on an interview with crowds of men of rank and re- 
fpect, carefully avoided the omiffion of any inftance of civility or 
honour. He was not, in the tranfaction of the affairs of revenue or 


government, 
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government, covetous of the money or property of any one, but kept 
the farmers and overfeers from committing oppreffion. During his 
adminiftration, this country experienced no warfare or commotion ; 
no injury happened to she property of any one; on the contrary, 
every one enjoyed peace and fecurity, and courts of civil and criminal 
jurifdiction were firmly eftablifhed, by which our lives and property 
were protected from thieves and plunderers, and we were guarded 
from the irruptions of the hill people, with which this country was 
frequently over-run and deftroyed. He permitted the free force of 
our own laws of relation ; he exerted every nerve in the cultivation of 
the country, and tranfacted the affairs of government and finance 
uprightly, and with juftice; and not entertaining in his difpofition 
the leaft hare of haughtinefs, he laboured at our eafe and profperity. 
By thefe means, the name and authority of the King and Company 
of England were fo eftablifhed during his government, throughout 
all Hindoftan, that no one could venture to raife the head of rebellion. 
In fhort, Mr. Haftings poffefled every good quality, and was well 
verfed in the manners and cuftoms of this country, and always exerted 
himfelf in the prefervation of our religion and characters. On this 
account, we, inhabitants of thefe diftricts, were happy during his 
government, and are highly fatisfied and pleafed with him. 


The Seals and § ignatures to this Addre/s. 
‘Peraun Chund Sewarry, Gomaftah of Beneperfaud, &c. in all 43 


namcs. 


402 Under 


w 
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j CC. 
Under the Seals and Signatures as under written, 


It having come to the hearing of all us men, zemindars, chou- 
dries, and talookdars, of the diftridt of Akbarnagur, commonly 
called Raje mahl, in the kingdom of Bengal, that the Gentlemen in 
England are difpleafed with Mr. Haftings, &c. as in addrefs A. 


Page $34: 
The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Lucknaut Serma, and Neel Money Serma, zemindars of purgunnah 
Akburpoor, &c. in all s6 names of zemindars, talookdars, and 
chowdries. | 


D D. 
Under the Names as under written. 


WE, inhabitants of the hills in Jungulterry, in the Chuckla of 
Rajemahl and Baugulpoor, have learnt that the inhabitants of the 
diftrict of Baugulpoor have written in praife of Mr. Haftings. 
Therefore why fhould not we, who are praifing Mr. Haftings, write 
alfo, and-not remain filent? We therefore réprefent, that we formerly 
lived in the hills, like the beafts of the forefts, and during the go- 
vernment of Mr. Haftings became like other men, and the qualities 
aad honours of men were inftilled into us. Formerly our means of 

I : fubfiftence 
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fubfiftence were no other than thofe of plunder and rapine, and we 
exifted with the greateft difficulty ; but now, by the wife conduct 
of that Gentleman, we live at eafe, and, like others, are happy and 
fatisfied with the Company. As this eafe and civilization, which 
has produced refpect to us among mankind, has been the effect of 
Mr. Haftings’s conduct and management, and we have never expe- 
rienced other than kindnefs, nor has any one of us heard of any op- 


preflion from him ; on this account we are pleafed with Mr. Haftings. 


The Names to this Addrefs. 


Baka * Manjy, chief of Kho Mulbungec. 
Bukoo Manjy, fecond to ditto. 

Merker Manjy, chief. 

Sirly Manjy, fecond in Tuppa. 

Mird Mangy, chief. 

Khetcoo Mangy. 

Sutchoo Many. 

Lucknoow, fecond. 

Soorjah Manjy, fecond. 

Soorjah Manjy. - 
Chumra, chief. 
Daagro, fecond. 
Deo Cowur, chief. 
Gunga Manjy. 
Mudkeffa Manjy. 


* Manjjy is the title of a mountaineer chief. 


Dullor 
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Dullor Manjy. 
Goora Many. 
Bodla Manjy. 
Dufnoo Many. 
Bucka Manjy. 
Buckoo Many. | 
Suckra Manjy, chief of Barroona. 
Singha Manjy. 
Narain Manjy. 
Dulageirry, fecond in Keep Dongapanee. 
Soorjah Manjy. 
Gunda Deecoor. 
Dadoo Cowar, chief.' 
Sonaday Caweer, chief. 
Dub Coweer, fecond. 
Pooja Manjy, fecond. 
Ramma Manijy. 
Chumroo Manijy. 
Bauffor Manjy. — 
Chumroo Manjy, of Kho Dhoo Dommany. 
Wooma Manjy. 
Churra Manjy. 
Befahdy Manjy. 
Soorjah Manjy, chief of Kherd. 
Soodra Manjy, of Kah Mudho Chuppy. 
Soodra Manjy, chief. 
Paleffoo, fecond of Kho Chuppernee. 
Dooar, fecond. 


Toora 
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Toora Manjy, of Kho Gurrypara. 
Mucka Manjy. 
Affa Manjy. 
Mucka Manjy. 
(A true Tranflate.) 


(Signed } G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 


Copy Letter from the afting “fudge of Patna, tranfmitting a Perfian 
Addrefs from that City ; alfo Copy of° two Letters from the Deputy 
Perfian Tranflator. 


* To Epwarp Hay, Efguire, Secretary to the Government at 
Fort William, 
SIR, | 
I WAS favoured with your letter of the 31ft of March laft ; and 
a Sooruthal refpecting Mr. Haftings having been fent to me by the 
principal inhabitants of this city, } now do myfelf the honour to 
tran{mit it to you. 
Iam, S1r, your moft obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed) H. DOUGLAS, Acting Judge. 
(A trueCopy)  E. HAY, Secretary to the Government. 
Patna Dewanny Adaulut, 
September 3, 1788. 


* This andthe two following letters ought to have been prefixed to the Patna 


Addrefs Z. in page 600. 
To 
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4 


Jo Epwarp Haw, Efguire, Secretary to the Government. 
SIR, 

IN my letter of yefterday’s date, accompanying further advices 
relative to Mr. Haftings, in order to preferve the lift of them regular, 
I irferted under the letter Z. an-addrefs from the inhabitants of Patna, 
with tranflation, which was not completed, the names to it not being 
made into Englifh. The tranflation of them is now in hand; but 
from the number and confufed order of the feals and fignatures 
annexed to it, I fhall not be able to prepare it to fill the place allotted 
it in the above-mentioned letter, to go by the packet of the William 
Pitt ; I therefore requeft you will annex this letter to that of yefterday’s 
date, in order to explain the caufe that the Patna addrcfs does not 


accompany according to the lift, and that it may be deferred until the 
next difpatch to England. 


Iam, Stir, : 
Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(Atrue Copy) , EE. HAY, 
Calcutta, | Secretary to. the Government. 


November 5, 1788. 


To Epwarp Hay, Efguire, Secretary to the Government. 
SIR, | 


HAVING, under date sth November laft, been under the-neceffity 
of withholding the addrefs from the inhabitants.of Patna, marked in 
my letter of the 4th November with the letter Z. for reafons already 


affigned, 
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afligned, I have now the pleafure to forward you the original addrefs 
from Patna, with a tranflation thereof, under the fame markas in the 
lift accompanying my letter of the sth November. 

I now forward you fundry other addreffes received fince my laft, 
from the vackeels of the feveral zemindars, &c. with tranflations of 
the fame, according to a lift accompanying. 


Tam, Sir, your moft obedient Servant, 


(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 
Calcutta, Secretary to the Government. 


December 22, 1788. 


No. 17. Copy Letters from the Colleéter of Deenagepoor, dated 
October 13; with a Tranflation of a Perfian Paper tranfmitted by him. 


Epwarp Hay, Efguire, Secretary to the Government. 
SIR, 

AT the requeft of the vackeel of the zemindars and talookdars in 
this diftri@, I tranfmit you the acéompanying Perfian paper, con- 
taining teftimonies relative to Mr. Haftings. 

Iam, 51R, your moft obedient humble Servant, 


(Signed)  G. HATCH, 
Coll. Deenagepore. 
(A true Copy.) FE. HAY, 
Deenagepoor, Secretary to the Government. 


Oétober 13, 1788. 
4P Paper 
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; E E. 

Paper tranfmitted by the Colleétor of Deenagepoor. Received 19th 
Oétober, 1788, and tranflated purfuant to an Order from the 
Governor General in Council, dated 29th April, 1788. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, the zemindars, 
chowdries, and talookdars of purgunnah Selberres, &c. diftricts ap- 
pertaining to the zillah of Deenagepoor, that the Gentlemen in 
England are difpleafed with Mr. Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs A. 
Page $34- 


é 


The Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Golaum Sultaun Hoffeeny, zemindar of eight annas divifion of pur- 
gunnah Selberris. 

Seidzeal ul Dien, zemindar of eight annas divifion of purgunnah 
Selberris ; and, 

Seed Akbar Hoffein Hofery Kifhennarain, zemindar of purgunnah 
Barrickpore. 

Goway Perfaud Roy, zemindar of purgunnah Kabelpore. 

Coffinaut, zemindar of two annas divifion of purgunnah Be- 
puckpore. 

Gunga Luckinarian Serma, talookdar of eight annas divifion of 
Terriff Kurrye. 

Gopaul Kifiowr Suma, talookdar of eight annas divifion of 'Terriff 
Guiry. 


Seid 
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Sied Mahommed Hoffein, grandfon of Seid Aboo Toraab, of 
Terriff Bahar. 

Hurram Serma, talookdar of twelve annas divifion of Terriff 
Thakur ; and 

Seam Kifurer Serma, nephew of the above, talookdar of five annas 
divifion. : 

Rooderram Serma, talookdar of four annas divifion of Thakur. 

Affud Zemaun Hoffung, talookdar of Terriff Buwgunge. 

Sied Kummer ul Dien, grandfon of Sied Nujub, talookdar of Terriff. 

Colly Perfaud Serma, Talookdar of Kifmut Selberris, and Colly 
Chunder Serma. 

Radachurn Dofs, and Gopichurn Dofs, Sied Akel, and Sied Imaum 
Bukth, talookdar of Terriff Kifhenpoor. 

Rada Kifhen Serma, talookdar of Terriff Bogola, and Colly Caunt 
Serma. : 

Ragoo Ramiffer Chowdry, talookdar of Terriff Broho Burrutpoor. 

Hurkifhwur Dofs, Cauffinaut Dofs, and Pretain Dofs Dullol. 

Govind Ghofe, talookdar of Terriff Pertaubpoorc. 

Rooder Caunt Roy, zemindar of purgunnah Chounge. 

Ojodea Ram Serma, brother of Ramfunker Serma, Chowdry of 
Kifmut purgunnah Chorane. : ° 

Sree Ram, Chowdry of purgunnah Dattia, and Gerry Suflidhur 
Chowdry. 

Colly Perfaud Roy, Chowdry of Duttia, Jahangeerpoor, and 
Luckiram Chowdry. 

Bridge Dollol Ghofe, of Kifmut purgunnah Barrackpoor. 

Mahommed Hoffein Chowdry, and Naundhur Cawn Chowdry, of 


Kifmut purgunnah Barrickpore. 
AP Shed 
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Shed Churn Chowdry, of Kifmut purgunnah Barrickpore. 
~ Nund Kifhwur Chowdry, and Ram Caunt Chowdry, of Kifmut 
purgunnah Barrickpore. 
Jynarain Serma, and Kifhen Serma, of Kifmut purgunnah Barrickpore. 
Chundernarain Sing, and Colla Clawn Sing of Hurpertaub, of 
Kifmut purgunnah Barrickpaor. 
(A true Tranflation. ) 


(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy. E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 


No. 18. Tranflations of the Perfian Addreffes From the Rajah of 
Burdwan, and Zemindars of the twenty-four Purgunnabs, and 
Srom the Pundits of the twenty-four Purgunnabs, prefented by their 
Vackeels. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the part of the Rajah of Burdwan, 
and the Zemindars of the twenty-four Purgunnabs, and tranflated 
purfuant to an Order from the Governor General in Council, dated 
27th April, 1788. 

Petition, under the Signature of Rajah Mullic, Vackeel, on the 


Part of the Rajah ef Burdwan, Radachurn Roy, Sc. Zemindars 
of the twenty-four Purgunnabs. 


THE Maha Rajah Deerage Teege Chund Behadre, zemindar of 
purgunnah Burdwan, &c. has tranfmitted an addrefs relative to 
Mr. 
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Mr. Haftings, under his own feal, and the fignatures in Bengalefe 
of one hundred and fifty-feven zemindars in the twenty-four pur- 
gunnahs, with a copy thereof, authenticated by the Cauzy; and 
another addrefs from the Pundits of the twenty-four purgunnahs, . 
written in the Shanfcrit language, witha Perfian tranflation of it, in 
order that they may be fent to Eurppe ; and hopes that your Lord-. 
fhip will be pleafed. to order them to be tranflated, and tranfmit the 


original and tranflation to England. 
(A true Tranflation:) 


(Signed) G. F. CHERRY,. 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 


: | 
Secretary to the Fort. 


FF. 


Onder the Seal of Maha Rajah Deerage Tégechund Behadre, Zemindar 
of Purgunnah Burdwan, Sc. and the Signatures of the Choudries 
and Talookdars of the twenty-four Purgunnabs, as underwritten. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, both high and low, 
of every fect and perfuafion, as well Hindoos as Mahommedans, the 
zemindars of purgunnah Burdwan, &c. and the choudries and 
talookdars of the twenty-four purgunnahs, the inhabitants and natives 


of the territories belonging to the Dewanny of the Englifh Company, 
4 that 
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that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed with the late Governor 
General Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


The Seal of Maba Rajab Deerage Tégechund Bebadre, Zemindar of 


Burdwan, 
The Signatures of the Choudries, Gc. of twenty-four Purgunnabs. - 


Suntofe Serma, &c. 156 names. 


'GG. 
Addrefs from the Pundits of the twentyzfour Purgunnabs, 
Under the Signatures as underwritten. 


MR. HASTINGS’s difpofition was adorned with the jewel of 
patience, firmnefs, clemency, and courage, great complacency and 
politenefs. He enlightened the World by the brightnefs of his con- 
duct, the praifes of which are {ung by all learned men. The minif- 
ters of England, on the fufpicion that Mr. Haftings took money by 
force and deceit from the natives of this country, and ruined the 
country, are difpleafed with him :—we inhabitants of the country 
under the Company’s dominions, having heard this, in order to re- 
move this reflection on him, who adminiftcred juftice, and to wipe 


away the cloud from the minds of the people of England, reprefent 
the 
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the good conduct he followed :—That in regard to the inhabitants of 
this country, of high, middling, and low, all the three degrees, he 
maintained them in the enlightening roads of religion, and cherifhed 
them with parental kindnefs, without felf-intereft. He raifed the 
credit of tutors and ftudents in every learning, by treating with refpect 
every branch according to its inftructions and fcience; and from 
having been long refident in this country, he was well acquainted 
with the nature of the government of it. During his adminiftration 
in this kingdomt, the whole world felt no uneafinefs or adverfity, 
preferved the beaten track of their concerns, and lived in peace.— 


This was the cafe with every one. 
The Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Bydonaut Serma, of Munjulpore, &c. 25 fignatures. 


No. 19. Tranflations of Perfian Addreffes from the Rajab of 
Seffore, Mahommed Shahy, Sc. from the Zemindars, Sc. of that 
Divifion, and prefented by their Vackeel. 

Papers delivered by the Vackeels on the Part of the Zemindar of Pur- 
gunnah Feffore, Mahommed Shaby, Sc. and tranflated purfuant to 
an Order from the Governor General in Council, dated 27th April, 
1788. 

Petition from the Vackeels of the Zemindars of Feffore and Mabommed 

Shaby. : 


AN addrefs relative to Mr. Haftings, under the fignature of Serri- 


kaunt Roy, zemindar of purgunnah Jeffore, &c. and one under the 
| feals 
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feals and fignatures of the choudries of Mahommed Shahy, and the 
talookdars of Zillah Jeffore, with copies thereof, having been tranf- 
mitted to the prefence, We hope that they may be tranflated by order 
of government, and the tranflation and original forwarded to Europe. 
(A true Tranflation. ) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
| Deputy Perfian Traniflator. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Fort. 


‘HH. 


Cnder the Signature of the Serrikaunt Roy, “emindar of Purgunnab 
Yoofufpoor, ec. 
I'T having come to my hearing that the Gentlemen of England 


are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, &c. 
as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


I 1. 
Under the Seals and Signatures of the Zemindars, Chowdries, and 
Talookdars of the Mabals of Mahommed Shaby and Zillah ‘feffore. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, zemindars, 
chowdries, and talookdars of the Mahals of Mahommed Shahy, 


and 


| ( 66 ) 
and Zillah Jeffore, that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed 
with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefo 
A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 
Rajah Mohinder Sunker, zemindar of twelve an. fixteen g. divifion 
of purgunnah Mahommed Shahy, &c. and other names of 


zemindars, talookdars, and chowdries, in all 71. 


No. 20. Tranflation of Perfian Addreffes from the Rajah of Tum- 
look ; from the Ranny of Myfodull; from the Ranny of Hidgelee ; 
from the Raab of Hidgelee ; and from the Rajah of Sujamootab ; 
prefented by their Vackeels. 


K K. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of Rajah Anundenarain, 
Zemindar of Purgunnah Tumlook feven Anna Share, and tranflated 
purfuant to an Order from the Governor General in C ouncil, dated 
27th April, 1788. ° | | 

Under the Seal of Rajah Anundenarain, Zemindar of Purgunnah 

—— Lumlook (feven Anna Share. ) 


IT having come to my hearing that the Gentlemen of England 
are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, as 


in Addrefs A. page 534. 
4Q. No. 21.. 


No. 21. Paper delivered by the Vackecl on the Part of the Ranny 
Fannekee, Lemindar of Purgunnah Myfodull, Sc. and tranflated 
purfuant to an Order from,the Governor General in Council, 


dated 27th April, 1788. 
Inder the Seal of Ranny JFannecky, Zemindar of Purgunnabh Myfodull. 


It having come to my hearing that the Gentlemen of England 
are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Hatftings, &c. 
as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


M M. 


No. 22. Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of the Ranny 
Sougundah, Zemindar of Dooroodumnam and Manchamootah, Sc, in 
Chucla Hidglee, and tranflated purfuant to an Order from the 
Governor Gencralin Council, dated 27th April, 1788. 


Under the Seal of Ranny Sougundab, Zemindar of Dooroodumnam 
and Manthamootah, &c. in Chucla Hidgelce. 


IT having come to my hearing that the Gentlemen of England are 
difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, &c. as 

in Addrefs A, page 534. | 
- No, 23. 
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NN. 


No. 23. Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of Rajah Beernas 
rain of Pergunnab ‘fellamootah, &c. in Chucla Hidgelee, and tran- 
Slated purfuant to an Order from the Governor General in Council, 
dated April 27, 1788. 

Under the Seal of Rajah Beernarain, Zemindar of Pergunnab Fellas 

mootah, Ec. in Chucla Hidgelee. 


IT having come to my hearing, that the Gentlemen of England 
are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, &c- 
as in Addrefs A. page 534. 





O O. 


No. 24. Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of Rajab Debin- 
durnarain, Zemindar of Purgunnah Soojamootah,. and tranflated 
purfuant to an Order from the Governor General in Council, dated 
April 27, 1788. j 

Under the Scal of Rajah Debindurnarain, Zemindar of Purgunnab 

Soojamootah. 


IT having come to my hearing, that the Gentlemen of England 
are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Hattings, &c. 


as in Addrefs A. page 534. 
A4Q 2 No. 25. 
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No. 25. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Rajah of Tannab 
Babar, in Cooch Babar, prefented by his Vackeel. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of the Rajah Hurrinderna- 
rain, Rajah of Tannab Babgr, Sc. in Cooch Bahar, and tran 
flated purfuant to an Order from the Governor General in Council, 
dated April 27, 1788. 


 *~pp, 


Under the Seals ard Srgnatures as QC. 


IT having come to the hearing of allus men, of me, Rajah Hur- 
rindernarain, Rajah of Tannah Bahar, in Cooch Bahar, and other 
fervants and dependants on the faid Rajah, whofe Seals are hereunto 
annexed, that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed with the late 
Governor Gencral Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Maha Rajah Hurrinderain. 

Maha Ranny, the mother of Maha Rajah Hurrinderain. 
Serbanund Goffein, fuperintendant of the Raje Moaindnarain Koar. 
Nazir Deo Jcbundernarain Koar. 

Coffinaut Khaufhnuvees, the Rajah’s Dewan. 

Suftidhur Dofs, Vackeel at Calcutta. 

Kifhen Caunt Buckthy. 


Bifhen- 
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Bifhenperfaud Amecn. 
Jankeram Sirma, Vackeel at Calcutta. 
(A true Tranflation.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) =. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 


No. 26. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Ranny of Rajefhaby, 
and her Son Rajah Ramkiffen—prefented by her Vackeel, 


Paper delivered by the Vackecl on the Part of Maha Ranny Bowanny, 
and Rajah Ramkiffen, her adopted Son, Zemindar of Perguanah 
Rajefoaby, Sc. and tranflated purfuant to an Order from the 
Governor General in Council, dated April 29, 1788. 


58 ES 2a 


Under the Seals of Maha Ranny Bowanny, and her adopted Son, 


Rajah Ramkiffen, and others, as underwritten, 


IT having come to the hearing of us, Maha Ranny Bowanny, 
Zemindar of pergunnah Rajefhahy, &c. Rajah Ramkiffen, her 
adopted Son, and the Zemindary Omlah, that the Gentlemen of 
England are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Hatft- 
ings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 

The 
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The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs, 


Maha Ranny Bowanny. 

Rajah Ramkiffen, adopted fon to the above. 

Ramkifflen, Nien Chunder Serma, Naib of pergunnah Rajefhahy, &c. 
Permanund Dofs, Vackeel of pergunnah Rajefhahy, &c. 


Ram Caunt, Seriftadar. 


No. 27. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Canoongoces, 
Zemindars, Sc. of Midnapore, prefented by their Vackecl. 


RR. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel, on the Part of the Canoongocs, 
Zemindars, Chowdries, und Talookdars of Chucla Midnapore, 
tranflated purfuant to an Order from the Governor Gencral in 
Council, dated April 27, 1788. 


Under the Sculs and Signatures as underwritten. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, the Canoongoes, 
Zemindars, Chowdries, and Talookdars of Chuckla Midnapoor, 
that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed with the late Governor 
General Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


The 
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The Seuls and Signatures to this Addrefs. 

Ranny Sree Sree Mooty, Zemindar of pergunnah Midnapore, &c. 

Rajah Sunder Narain, Zemindar of pergunnah Coffijura and 
Shawpore. 

Rajah Bridge Annund. : 

Rajah Kifhen Bullub. 

Annund Loll Khan, Zemindar of Tuppea Nanajoal. 

Colly Perfaud Chowdry, Groo Churn Roy Seam, Churn Bhowan, 
and Collooram Bhowan, &c. Talookdars of pergunnah Summecck, 

Beerperfaud Chowdry, Zemindar of pergunnah Kedder, &c. 

Manicram Chowdry, &c. Talookdars of Maleapoor. 

Ragonaut Chowdry, and Pertaubnarain, Chowdry of Pergunnah 
After Barthan. 

Futtechund Chowdry and Manchund, Zemindars and Talookdars 
of Duttgotta. 

Grooperfaud Maha Patter, Zemindar of pergunnah Gridnapore. 

Ramnarain Boyean, Zemindar of pergunnah Gridnapore. 

Nundaram Dutt, Zemindar of pergunnah Gridnapore. 

Yurrooram Roy, Zemindar of pg¢rgunnah Sutterpore, written by 


his Naib Lucky Caunt Bofe. 


No. 28. 
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No, 28. Tranflation of an Addrefs from the Canoongoes, Sc. Se. Sei 
of Silbett, prefented by the Colleétor. 


SS. 


Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs delivered by the Canoongoes, Zemindars,. 
Chowdries, and Talookdars of Silbett, to Mr. Willis, Collector of 
the Revenues of that Diftriét. 


WE the fervants of the Imperial Court, the Canoongoes, Zemindars,. 
Chowdries, and Talookdars of the diftrict of Silhett, a dependancy of 
the Soobah of Bengal, the Paradife of nations, have heard that the 
Gentlemen of England are difpleafed with Mr. Haftings, upon a 
fufpicion, that exercifing tyranny and oppreffion over us, he took 
our money by fraud and artifice, as well as by force, and that by 
mifmanagement he laid wafte the country. We hearing this, are 
much aftonifhed! For the {kill and knowledge of Mr. Haftings in 
the conduct of bufinefs, and in managing the affairs both of revenue 
and government, are notorious throughout all Bengal and Hindoftan. 
We for our parts can fay, that he never took from us, humble men, 
a fingle daum or dherrum by force or oppreffion, or by fraud or 
artifice ; nor was his difpofition in any degree inclined to avarice and 
covetouf{nefs : on the contrary, he fowed the feeds of kindnefs in the 
fields of the hearts of all the hufbandmen and fubjects, and from the 
fhowers which fell from the clouds of his benevolence and generofity, 
he made the hearts of the poor to flourifh like a garden. By law and 
the difpenfation of juftice he improved the country. From the 
{word of the wicked, who delight in fedition, he protected us, 

| 5 defencelefs 


( 677 ) 
defencelefs people, with the fhicld of his beneficence; and during 
the time of his adminiftration and government we paffed our time 
in eafe and pleafure. As he was from a very early period acquainted 
with the ufages and cuftoms of this country, fo he laboured to pre- 
ferve inviolate the honour, the faith, and the religion of us all. For 
thefe reafons, we, according to our religion and belief, and in pur- 
fuance of that holy precept, ** Withhold not your teftimony,” have 
truly and juftly made this public declaration. 


Mubhoo Oodrukt, canoongoe of the diftrict of Sithett. 
Shaum Roy, canoongoe of the diftri€t of Silhett. 
Muntuny Naut Roy, canoongoe of the diftriat of Silhett. 
Jewun Kifhurn Roy, canoongoe of the diftri€t of Silhett. 
Rama Kunt Roy, canoongoe of the diftrict of Silhett. 
Rada Kiffen Roy, canoongoe of the diftrict of Silhett. 


Then follows, in the original, thefe words, viz. 


The Choudries of the purgunnahs in this diftrict from the earlieft 
times, have in fubfcribing papers written their names in the Bengal 
language, thus, ** Choudry Burg (i. e. the Choudries, with all the 
** officers and ryats). This practice is approved, refpected, and 
‘© obferved, and is handed down from the anceftors of the faid 
‘© Choudries.”” After which are added the following fignatures : 


The zemindars canoongoes of the purgunnah of Nungleh. 
Zemindar Pukcarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah 


of Puttareah. — | | | 
4 R Choudrys 
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Choudrys Puckarjift, of the purgunnah of Lukkaye. 
Zemindar Puckarjift, of the purgunnah of Puttrah. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Kikthaur. 
Zemindar Puckarjift, of the purgunnah of Sifhty Nugger. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Etaur. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Reingas. 
Zemindars and canoongoes, with the officers and ryats of the pur- 
gunnah of Kauly Hutty. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah Indpoor. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Bauzoo 
Shifta. 
Zemindar, with the ofhcers and ryats of the ba cae of Hutteil 
Sirjed Bazeed. . 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Choukar. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the ‘purgunnah of Gujakan. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Jelalpoor. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryatts of the purgunnah of Bahoo 
Sonnytaur. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Bador 
Nugger. 
Zemindar, with the efficers and ryats of the purgunnah of Bow- 
auljore. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Paulnah. 
Choudry, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Surra Abad. 
Choudries, with the officers and ryats of the i s of Coffein 
Nugger. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the es: of Boodocum. 
Choudry Purkarjift, of the purgunnah of Reyhtee. 
3 Zemindar 
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Zemindar Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah 
of Inda Nugger. : 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Oojautoor. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Bur- 
runchaul. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Ally Azum. 

Zemindar of the purgunnah of Shawabad. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Badeh 
Du Royhen. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Coorfaw. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Doolaun. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Gooreal. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Shumfher 
Nugeger. 

Choudry Purkarjift, of the purgunnah of Chocotully. 

Choudries, canoongoes of the purgunnah of Boojaureh. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of AHey 
Nugger. , 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Mullefpoor. 

Zemindar, with the officerg and ryats of the purgunnah of Chump 
Ghaut. | | 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Mookh- 
tampoor. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Dacca- 


dehkin. 
AR 2 Zemindar, 
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Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Hurry 
Nugger. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Bhutrah. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Mauty 
Saron Baug. ; 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Bahoobul 
Baug. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Haveylie 
Mcheifhpoor. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Gunga 
Nugger. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgufinah of Autgong. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Eenta 
Marapoor. ) 

Choudry Purkarjift, of the purgunnah of Hofeinabad. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Behrub. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Aktaungurry. 

Zemindar, with the offrcers and ryats of the purgunnah of Mud- 
dackondy. 

‘Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers Pe ryats of the purgunnah of 
Mehmoodabad. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Pachateen. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Eachamutty. 


Choudry 
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Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Yacoobnug ger. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ia of the purgunnah of 
Haveylee Pullyfaly. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the en of 
Fatapauly Saly. , 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Kur- 
runfhee. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Korecoah, 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Buguwoat. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Secunderpoor. 
Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Suttra Kundle. ) 
Zemindar, with the oficers and ryats of the purgunnah of Akbarpoor. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Chouaulies. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Ourun- 
gabad Ballafur. 

Chein Churd, the zemindar of the purgunnah of Chur Nugger. 

Alabd Mahommed Nujaut. . 

Alahbd Mahommed * Reazel and * Fyazal. * 

Abdahoo - Mahommed, Nazim + Unfir. 

Abdahoo Omud U’Reza. 

Moraury Chund Takoor, zemindar of the purgunnah Baragur, and 
the purgunnah of Rooaury. 

Choudry, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Badook. 


*N. B. Thefe are two joint zemindars, by their common feal. 


+ Thefe alfo are two joint zemindars, by their common feal. 


Choudry 
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Choudry, with the officcrs and ryats of the purgunnah of Ruttun 
Mevgee. , 

Choudry, and the canoongoe of the purgunnah of Bejurah. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Ruffealr 
Nugger. i 

Alabd, the zemindar, with tho officers and ryats of the purgunnah 
of Dinarpoor. | 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Shaijifteh 
Nugger. 

Choudry Purkarjift, the zemindar of the purgunnah of Rutton Shahy. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Agarah 
Saut. 

Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Zien Shokaur. 

Choudry, with the officers and ryats of the ene of Bittungul. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Poodoot- 
kund Kanceh. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Churgur. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Ootur 
Gutch. ; 

Zemindar, with the officers “a ryats of the purgunnah of Roory 
Nugger. ‘ 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Shiddy 
Aurungur. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Ghyaufs 
Nugger. 

Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Ranyooter. 


Zemindar, with | thee: ficers and ryats of the purgunnah of Doorun. 
_ Zemindar, 
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Zemindar, with the officers and and ryats of the purgunnah of Bullyry 
Koonwur. | 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Punurburr. 
Choudry Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of 
Eleyncy. 
Zemindar, with the officers and ryats of the purgunnah of Chut- 
towtehroo. | 
Choudry Purkarjift, of the purgunnah of Junterry. 
Zemindar Purkarjift, with the officers and ryats of the Purgunnah 
of Chahaooter. 
(A true Tranflate. ) 


(Signed ) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
° Secretary to the Government. 


No. 29. Copy Letter from the Aéting Collector of Moorfbedabad ; 
with a Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Zemindars of 
Rocunpore, Ge. Se. tranfmitted® by hrm. 


To Eyvwarp Hay, E/gaire, Secretary to the Goverament. 


SIR, 
THE zemindars and talookdars under this collectorfhip have 
delivered to me a Perfian addrefs relative to Mr. Haftings, and an 
attefted copy of it; with a requeft that I would forward them to 


the Governor General in council, in order that they might be tranf- 
mitted 
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mitted to the Court of Direétors.—In compliance with their requi- 
fition, I have the honour to fend you the above-mentioned Perfian 
papers, together with a copy of the application from the zemindars 
and talookdars to me. 
[have the honour to be, 
SIR, 
Your moft obedient humble Servant, 
(Signed.) JOHN FENDALL, 
Acting Collector. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
Zillah Moorfhedabad, Secretary to the Fort. 
November 5, 1788. 


Petition of the Zemindars of Rockunpoor, Lufbkerpoor, ‘fehangueer- 
poor, Sc. under the Collectorfhip of Moorfbedabad. 


WE, your petitioners, the zemindars, talookdars, and Chowdries 
of the lands under the collectorfhip of Moorfhedabad, have written, 
figned, and fealed a paper in praife of Mr. Haftings, for the dif- 
patch of which to the prefidency we requeft that you will fend the 
original, with our feals and fignatures, ‘together with a copy thereof, 
attefted by the feal of the cauzy, to the Right Honourable the 
Governor General in council at Calcutta, and petition in our name 
that the Right Honourable the Governor General in council will be 
kind enough to order a tranflation to be made of that paper, and 
that the original with the tranflate may be forwarded to the 

- Honourable 
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Honourable the Court of Directors in England.—It is juft, and 
we have petitioned it. 
(A true Tranflate.) : 
(Signed) JOHN FIR, Affiftant. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, Secretary to the Fort. 





Papers delivered by the Vackeel of the Zemindars of Purgunnah 
Rokunpoor, Lufkerpoor, Fehangueerpoor, Sc. all the Mabals of 
Zillah Moorfbedabad, and tranflated purfuant to an Order from the 
Governor General in Council, dated April 27, 1788. 


Petition from the Zemindars of Purgunnab Rokunpoor, Lufkerpoor, 
Febangucerpoor, Gc. all the Makals of Zillah Moorfhedabad, 
addreffed to the Colleétor. 

WE, the zemindars, talookdars, and choudrics of Zillah Moorfhe- 
dabad, have written an addrefs on the virtyes of Mr. Haftings, to 
which we have affixed our feals, and figned our names. We now 
petition that you will be pleafed to forward it: one paper is the original, 
with our feals and fignatures affixcd ; the other a copy under the feal of 
the cauzy, which you will be pleafed to tran{mit to the Governor 
General in Council of Calcutta, and requeft his lordfhip will order 
it to be tranflated, and fend the tranflation with the original to the 
Court of Directors. 

(A true Tranilate. ) 
(Signed) G.F. CHERRY, 
_ Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, Sccretary to the Fort. 
438 Under 
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Under the Seals and Signatures as under written, 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, the zemindars, 
choudries, and talookdars, of the Mahals of Zillah Moorfhedabad, 
in Soobah of Bengal, that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed 
with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs 
A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Gopinaut Dofs, fon of Radamohun Choudry, of purgunnah 
Dhamy, &c. names of zemindars, choudries, and talookdars, in 
all go. 


U U. 


No. 30. Tranflation of a Perftan Addrefs from the Canoongocs of 
Fellafore, prefented by their Vackeel. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel from the Canoongoes, Zemindars, 
Choudries, and Talookdars, of Chucklah ‘felafore. 


Under the Seals and Signatures as underwritten. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, the canoongoes, 
zemindars, choudries, and talookdars of Chucklah Jelafore, that 


na. the 
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the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed with the late Governor 
Gencral Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Futtchabad. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Chuck 
Ifmailpoor. | | 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Raje Ghurr. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Dauntonchour. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah of Nowtocher. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Countnagurr. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Sheopore. 

Nurhurkur Mahahattar, choudry, and canoongoes and talookdars, 
of purgunnah I[kracltur. 

Nurhurkur Maha Potter, and choudries, and canoongoes, and 
talookdars, of Koarulcher. ; 

€houdries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Bunfidhur 
Choudry, and canoongoes and talookdars of purgunnah Boori- 
jechur. | 

Choudries, canoongoes, and taléokdars, of purgunnah Havelly 
Jellafore. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Sawer 
Jeerthan. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Tannah 
Jelafore. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Bholarachur. 

AS2 -Choudrics, 
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Cheudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Tupper 
Coffiary. | 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Mutculabad. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Gugniffer. 

Choudries, canoongoes, and talookdars, of purgunnah Naringa 
Chur. : 

Bydorroth, choudry of purgunnah Cockrachur. 

Pahaur Sing Bhooyean, of purgunnah Paunfahy. 

Gourychurn, zemindar of purgunnah Beercool. 


Jodanund, choudry of purgunnah Murgodah. 


V Vz. 


No. 31. Zranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Zemindars of 
Dacca Felalpore, prefented by their Vackeel. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of the Zemindars, Choudries, 
and Talookdars, of the Mabals of Purgunnab fellalpore, Sc. in 
the Diftridt of Dacci. 


€ 


Under the Seals and Signatures as underwritten, 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, the zemindars, 
shoudries, and talookdars, of the Mahals of purgunnah_ Jellal- 
pore, 
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pore, &c. that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed with the late 
Governor General Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Rajah Ramkifhen Roy Behadre, zemindar of purgunnah Noonella- 


pore, &c. and other names of zemindars, talookdars, and chou- 
dries, in all 89. 


WwW W. 


No. 32. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Zemindars, &c. 
of Dacca Momun Sing, prefented by their Vackcel. 


Paper delivered by the Vackeel on the Part of the Zemindars, Chou- 
dries, and Talookdars of the Mabals of Zillah Momenfing, Sc. in 
the Diftriét of Dacca. 


Under the Seal and Signatures as underwritten. 


IT having come to the hearing of all us men, the zemindars, chou- 
dries, and talookdars of the Mahals of Zillah Momenfing, &c in 
the diftri&t of Dacca, that the Gentlemen of England are difpleafed 
with the late Governor General Warren Haftings, &c. as in Addrefs 


A. page 534 7 
he 
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The Seals.and Signatures to the Addref’. 


Affaleet Menaam, and Multafeet, choudries of Budnycaemdy, and 


other names of zemindars, talookdars, and choudries, in all 112. 


No. 33. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Zemindar of 
Beerbhoom, prefented by his Vackcel. 


Papers delivered by Golaum Hyder Khan, Vackeel to the Zemindar 
of Purgunaah Beerbhoom, &c. 


Petition under the Signature of Golaum Hyder Khan, Vackeel to 
the Zemindar of Purgunnah Becrbhoom. 


MY conftituent has prepared and written under his own feal, and 
that of his principal fervants and officers, an addrefs relative to 
Mr. Haftings, which he has tranfmitted with a copy to your Lord- 
fhip, in the hope that your Lordfhip will be pleafed to dire& that it 
may be tranflated into Englifh, and the original and tranflation be 
forwarded to Europe. 

(A true Tranflation.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(Truc Copies.) E. HAY, 
Secretary to the Government. 
| Under 
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Under the Seals and Signatures as under written. 


IT having come to the hearing of us, Mahommed Zemaun Khan, 
fon of Mahommed Budder al Zemaun Khan, deceafed, zemindar of 
purgunnah Bheerbhoom, &c. in the Soobah of Bengal, that the 
Gentlemen in England are dif;-Icafed with the late Gnvernor General 
Warren Hattings, &c. as in Addrefs A. page 534. 


The Seals and Signatures to this Addrefs. 


Mahommed Zemaun Khan, &c. in all 14 names. 


No. 34. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from Khan Feban Khan, 
and the reft of the Inhabitants of Hoogly, prefented by his Vackeel. 


Papers delivered by Mahommed Mebf ul Dien Khan, Vackeel to Khan 
Fehan Khan Bebadre Feffarut Fung. 


Petition under the Signature of Mahommed Mehy ul Dien Khan, 
Vackeel to Khan ‘fehan Khan Behadre feffarut Fung. 


THE refidents and natives of the Bunder (factory) of Hoogly have 


written and affixed their feals to an addrefs relative to Mr. Haftings, 
and 
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and have tranfmitted the original and copy to your Lordfhip. I 
humbly requeft your Lordthip will be pleafed to order the addrofs to be 
tranflated by the public officer of government, and that the tranflation 
and original may be fent to Europe. 
(A true Tranflation.) 


(Signed ) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflation. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 





eo YY; 
Under the Seals as under written. 


WE, the inhabitants and natives of the Bunder (factory) of Hoogly 
and its environs, in the Soobah of Bengal, humbly reprefent to his 
moft Gracious Majefty, the King of England, and to the upright 
affembly, the Comptrollers and Directors of the Company, that 
Mr. Haftings, from his nomination tothe government of this country 
until the time of his return to Europe, fecured our fatisfaction and 
happinefs by his pleafing deportment dnd commendable virtues ; he 
preferved the affairs of this country of every denominrtion in the 
channel of eftablifhed ufage and cuftom, fo that mankind, whether 
merchants, officers, travellers, ftrangers, or tradefmen, with the 
moft perfect eafe of mind and fecurity employed themfelves in 
fecking their fubfiftence, in happinefs and inward gratitude praying 

I for 
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for the extent of his Majefty’s reign, and the Company’s authority. 
That Gentleman was fo attentive to the protection and fafety of the 
country, that no difturber or rioter on any fide could: extend the hand 
of oppreffion and tyranny.—He eftablifhed courts of juftice according 
to the refpective religions and fects ; and, notwithftanding the want 
of rain, the dreadful effects of famine were warded off by the 
wifdom and prudence of his meafure¢ and arrangements. He fettled 
the courts of criminal and civil jurifdiction (Fougedary and De- 
wanny) on a new footing, by which mankind were guarded againft 
thieves and murderers. He founded a college for the propagation of 
learning, and fixed an income and degrees for the ftudents, fo that to 
this moment the learned and ftudents enjoy the benefits and advan- 
tages thereof, and pray for the profperity of his Majefty’s reign,. and: 
the Company ; and we Moguls and others, whether men in fervice 
or merchants, always ljved protected from the frauds of the times. 
under the fhadow of his care and kindnefs. He never coveted our 
eharacter, property, or wealth,. nor did he ever act by force or op- 
preffion. In fhort, we, during the government of Mr. Haftings, 
enjoyed peace and quiet, and m.no refpect experienced diftrefs or. 
hardfhip, and are pleafed with his qualities and virtues. 

Written 11 Shabaan 1202 Hejereg, 17th May, 1788.. 


The Seats to this Addrefs.. 


Khan Jehan Khan Behadre Jeffaurut Jung,. 


bend 


Meer Solemaun Khan Behadre,. dc. inall 35 names. 
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No. 35. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from the Zemindar 
Pachete, prefented by his Vackcel, 


— delivered by the Vackeel of Maha Rajah Ragonaut Narain, 
Zemindar of Pachete. 


€ 


Petstion under the Seal and Name of Rajah Ragonaut Narain. -. 


1 HAVE prepared an addrefs under my feal relative to Mr. Haft- 
ings, and tranf{mit it to your Lordfhip, who, I hope, will be pleafed 
to order it to be. publickly tranflated, and the originat and tranflation 
to be forwarded to Europe. 


(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A truce Copy) E. HAY, 


Secretary to the Government. 


ZZ. 


Under the Seals and Signatures as under written. 


IT having come to the hearing of me, Ragonaut Narain, 2e- 
mindar of Pachete, in the Soobah of Bengal, that the Gentlemen of 
England are difpleafed with the late Governor General Warren Haft- 
ings, &c. asin Addrefs A. page 534. 

"a The 
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The Seals and Signatures to the preceding Addrefs. 
Maha Rajah Ragonaut Narain. 
Kifhen Caunt Serma. 
Colly Churn Serma. 
Khofaul Chund Serma. 
Narain Serma. ° 3 


No. 36. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from fome of the Inba- 
bitants of Calcutta, which was delivered to the Secretary by Meer 
Zahid and others. 


Tranflation of Petition delivered to Edward Hay, Efq. Secretary to 
the Government, by Meer Zahid, Mowlavy Abdoolah, Moazim Ally 
and others, and Seyed Rooh Ullah, the Vackeel of Meer Bendeb 
Ally Khan Bebadre. 


WE, the inhabitants of the town of Calcutta, having prepared 
an addrefs relative to Mr. Haftings, under our feals and fignatures, 
do prefent the fame, together with a copy thereof, to the Council, 
who, having in their kindnefs caufed this addrefs to be tranflated by the 
officers of the Company, will be pleafed to fend both the original 
and the tranflation to England.—We have. thus requefted what was 
proper. , 

(A true Tranflation. ) 


(Signed ) G. F. CHERRY, © 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 


(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 
: Secretary to the Government. 
47 2 Tranflation 
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Tranflation of the Addrefs delivered ro Edward Hay, Efg. Secretary 
to the Government, by Meer Zahid, and other Inhabitants of 
Calcutta. : 


€ 


WE, the great and principal people, merchants, and others, men 
of different fects. and perfuafions, inhabitants of the city of Calcutta, 
part of the territories of the Englifh Company (whom may God long 
preferve in profperity !) having heard that the exalted rulers of Eng- 
land, and they who prefide over the courts of juttice, have received 
difpleafure in their humane hearts againft Mr. Haftings, upon ful- 
picion that he took the money and effects of us the inhabitants of 
this country by fraud and treachery, and entirely ruined the govern- 
ment of the Company ;—therefore we, the people aforefaid, with a 
perfect unanimity, botk in expreffion and meaning, according to the 
precepts of our feveral religions and cuftoms, the obfervance of 
which we always make the object of our hearts, do, for the purpofe 
of difpelling the doubts of the exalted Gentlemen aforefaid, bring 
from behind the curtain of concealment, and place upon the public 
feat of notoriety, fuch a reprefentation of the character, and fuch a 
relation of the words and actions of Mr. Haftings, whofe difpofition 
is worthy of all praife, as is true and certain, and fully proved and 
clearly demonftrated, and free from ornament and exaggeration. 
From the time that he was appointed to, and became invefted with, 
the Government of Calcutta, till the end of his adminiftration, he was 
always occupied in the welfare of the ryotts, and the improve- 
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ment of the country, in the fupport of the weak, in healing the 
oppreffions and injuftice of bad men, in good offices to the great and 
fmall, in the prefervation of the rules of government, and in attention 
to the rights and degrees of men nobly defcended, in the encourage- 
ment of men of merit and learning, in laying the foundation of 
virtue, as for example, by building colleges and fchools, in keeping 
alive the learning of every fect and perfuafion, in giving eafe to the 
landholders and the merchants, in difpenfing juftice to the injured 
and oppreffed, in fpeaking the language of confolation to the humble 
as well as to the great, in conciliating the hearts of princes, whether 
friends or enemies, and in the welfare of the Company.—In fhort, 
throughout the territories under the government of the Company there 
is not a fingle individual who has not received from the well-fpread 
tableof Mr. Haftings’ bounty whatever he was entitled to ; and we, 
the inhabitants of this town of Calcutta, have for our parts repre- 
fented only that which we have ourfelves feen of the kindnefs, the 
care, the knowledge of what was rights and the humanity of 
Mr. Haftings, who could diftinguifh what was juft from what was 
unjuft, who, in his exemption from avarice was unequalled, the 
fountain of good difpofitions, and the affemblage of mercies ; we 
were, and are, in every way, fatisfied with and grateful to Mr. Haft- 
ings, and {weet and refrefhing to our tongues are the words with 
which we utter his praifes. 

Written on 2d of Bhaudoon, 16th Auguft, 1788. 
Khaudim Ufherrah Mowlovy. ° | 
Shurryat Ullah Kauzy, of the Sudder at Calcutta. 

— Under this feal is written, in Arabic, 


‘* The things which have been proved tome by ocular demon- 
| {tration, 
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‘¢ ftration, are greater than thofe which are mentioned in 
_ © this paper.” 
Molovy Mujjud U Deen Mahommed, head of the College at Calcutta. 
Under this fealis written, in Arabic, | 
‘¢ No perfon, however {killed in giving praife, can defcribe his 
‘« difpofition ; he exceeds every thing that can be faid in his 
_ © favour.” 
Umdut U1 Toojar Hadjy Kerbeloy. 
Mahommed Merch Mahommed Nubby Ullah. 
_ Under this feal is written, 
| ‘¢ Meerza Duftry of the city of Ifpahan.”’ 
Kullunder Ally Beg. 
~ Under this feal is written, 
‘« Grandfon of the Nawaub Zul Fikar Jung.” 
Ally Nakky Khan. 
_ Under this feal is written, 
‘« Grandfon of the Nazim of the Soobah of Bekker.” 
Mahommed Tucky Khan. 
_ Under this feal is written, 
‘* Son of the Nawaub Seif Ullah Khan, Nazim of the Soobah 
| “of Tateh.” 
Ally Zamin Chan, the fon of Ally Nukky Khan Meen Baufhy, one 
of the noblemen of eminent rank of Hindoftan. 
Under this feal is written, in Arabic, 
‘‘ No writing can comprehend his praifes; how then is it 
*¢ poffible that {peaking fhould comprehend them ?—O my: 
‘* brethren, I know him no otherwife than as he was truly, 
** aman of juftice, and an upright chief.” 
| Row 


(699) . 
Row Anunt Ram Behadre. | Pte, 
Under this feal is written, 
‘‘ The brother of Pertovy Inder Meerza Raja Maha Raja Go- 
_ vindram Behadre.” | 
Molovy Mahommed Mofhurruf. 
Biffember Pundit, the Vackeel of the Mahrattahs of the Gofleh 
race. ’ = 
Hurry Budder Pundit, nephew of Biflember Pundit. 
Molovy Mahommed Afoof. 
Under this feal is written, in Arabic, 
‘* His praifes, as fet forth in this paper, were as confpicuous as 
‘¢ the fun at noon.” 
Molovy Hafiz U Dien Mahommed. , 
Molovy Mahommed Rafhed. 
Molovy Khoda Newaz, 
Molovy Mahommed Monaum. 
Ahfun al Zemaun Rajy al Rehmaun. 
Under this feal is written, in Arabic, 
“© He was a fun from which there flowed no light but that of 
‘‘ juftice and equity, and which did away nothing but the 
‘© darknefs of untruth, difqbedience, and contumacy.” 
Bauboo Sunker Dutt, the fon of Rajah Sree Kifhen Sing, the ze- 
mindar of the diftri€ét of Chumparun. 
Molovy Mahommed Kaufim. 
Under this feal is written, in Arabic, 
‘« Whatever is faid in his praife, in thefe lines, is proved to 
‘¢ all men.” 
Golaum Hoffein. 
= &. Meer 
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-Meer Mahommed Saudick Khan Behadre, the nephew of Hubbeeb- 
Ullah Khan, a commander of the Mahrattas. | 
- Under this feal is written, in Arabic, 
‘© T faw nothing in his adminiftration but juftice and -good- 
‘“* nefs, nor did I hear of any thing during his government 
‘* except fafety and fecurity.” | 
Molovy Kaufim Ally. 
Molovy Meer Ramzaun Ally. 
Aratoon Khan, an eminent merchant of Bengal, the fon. of Petrufe,,. 
an Armenian chriftian. 
Mahommed Jummal Hafezy Koran. | 
Khajah Oannis, Armenian. 
Shurreut Ullah Khan Behadre. 
Sheer Ally Hoffeiny... 
Kumber Ally. 
Fuzzel Ullah. 
Rooh UI Ameen. 
Doft Mahommed. 
Mahommed Ameen. 
Golaum Hoffein. 
Etbaur Ally Khan. 
Mahaubut Ally Khan. 
Nujeef Ullah Hoffein.. 
Golaum Ally. 
Obdul Gheffer. 
Rajah Diachund Behadre, a man of rank, and one of the principal 
merchants of Calcutta. 
Molovy Azeezullah. 
5 Molovy 
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Molovy Ifaas U Dien Hoffein, commonly called Meer Hoffein. 

Golaum Sufder. 

Molovy Mahommed Affur. : 

Mahommed Anneefs. 

Nazir U Dien Mahommed. 

Ally Nukkee Khan Behadre, the nephew of the Nawaub Kefauyet 
Khan, the Nazim of Lahore. 

Kumber Ally Khan, the brother of Ally Nukky Khan. 

Mahommed Ally. 

Abool Kafim Khan, the fon of one of the nobles of Hindoftan. 

Mahommed Saduck. 

Molovy Mahommed Rubbeea Siddeeky. 

Golaum Jaffer. : 

Mahommed Ariff. 

Abdhoo Mahommed Monaum. 

Khan Jehan Khan Behadre Jefarut Jung, grandfon of Sujah Kooly 
Khan, Naib of the Nawaub Suja U Dowla, deceafed. 

Mahommed Kaufim Khan, fon of a nobleman of Hindoftan. 

Syed Mahommed Khan, fon of a nobleman of Hindoftan. 

Ally Nukky Khan, fon of a nobleman of Hindoftan-. 

Noor U Dien Mahommed. : 

Futteh Mahommed. 

Mahommed Wuzeer. 

Sahab Daud Khan. | 

Serage u Deen Ally Khan, the fon of a great man and a teacher. 

Syed Attur Ally Khan, the fon of Wullah Oolah Khan, one of the 
Munfubdars and royal phyficians.. 

Mahommed Jummaul. 


4 U | Moneer 
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Moneer u Deen Siddecky. 
Mokurrem Ally. 
Saudat Ally Hoffeiny. 
Azmut Ullah. 
Haujce Khaja Mahommed, the nephew of Fukher u Toojaur, 
deceafed, one of the firft merchants of Cafhmeer. 
Meer Aboo Taulib. 
Murza Mahommced Jaffer, a fon of Mahommed Kauzim Khan 
Behadre. 
Mirza Mahommed Bakcr, a fon of Mahommed Kazim Khan 
Behaudre. 
Nudgim u Dien Mahommed. 
Rehmaun Bokfh. | 
Nuzzur u Dien Mahommed. 
Alabd Mahommed Mohfen. 
Mahommed I{baal. 
Fyz oolla Beg. 
Dien Ullah. 
Akbar Ally Hoffeiny. 
Syed Mahommed Zakcer. 
Kummaul u Dicn. 
Amudy Sudduky. 
Al Hajy Abdoolah of Mecca. 
volaum Hyder Khan. 
Moonfhee Hyder Ally. 
Molovey Sycd Azeez u Dien Ally. 
Syed Budder u Dien Ally Khan Behadre, one of the ancient nobles 
of the empire, the Vackeel of the fon of Sujah ul Dowlah. 
5 . ~ Akbar 
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Akbar Ally Khan, a relation of the Nawaub Munneer u Dowla, 


deceafed, who was a counfellor of the Emperor Shaw Allum. 

Hyder Ally. 

Mahommed Zauker. 

Meer Abdal Raheem Tubbah Tubbah, the brother of Mirza Khaleel, 
who was one of the nobles of Perfia, and in Hindoftan the 
Vackeel of the Newaub Mirza Nudjif Khan Zulfikar u Dowla, 
Ameer ul Omrah. 

Imaum Ally. 

Kheir o’Rahmaun Dulleel u Dicn. 

Moonfhee Mahommed Khan. 

Moonfhee Barkut Ullah. 

Rujjib Ally Khan. 

Safder Ally. 

Imaum Bokfh. 

Syed Hyder Ally, the Daroga of the i es Adawlut at Calcutta. 

Sheikh Wauris Ally. 

Abd u Rufful, the fon of Khaujah Waffah, an eminent merchant of 
Cafhmeer. 

Rafhid Ally. 

Waurifs Ally. 

Golaum Nobby. 

Attah Ullah. 

Mahommed Koorum. 

Mudnir Bokth. 

Afhruff u Dowla Intizam ul Moolk Meer Bundee Ally Khan 
Behadre Sumfheer Jung, grandfon of Syed Amaun Ullah Khan, 
one of the nobles of the Emperor Alum Gheer. 

| 4U 2 Under 
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Under this feal is written in Arabic, 
‘© The praifes here beftowed on him are all fhort of thofe to 
‘* which he is intitled for his juftice and equity.” 
Molovy Mauzum Ally. 
Abd Ullah. 
Hyder Hoffein. 
Mahommed Golaub. 
Syed Kudrut Ally. 
Nujjeeb Ullah. 
Jaffer Ally Ruzoy. 
Muzummeel Ally Hoffeiny. 
Nazir Mahommed Khvn, the fon of Taher Mahommed Khan, who 
was a diftinguifhed chief of the Emperor, and fon-in-law of the 
Nawaub Mureed Khan. 
Syed Mahommed Khan, the fon of the Nawaub Mureed Khan, 
and brother-in-law of Nazir Mahommed Khan. 
Mahommed Kamell, the fon of Nazir Mahommed Khan. 
Abel U1 Ruffool Beg, the brother of Nazir Mahommed Khan. 
Mirza Mahommed Waurifs, the fon of Nazir Mahommed 
Khan. 
Mahommed Kaufim. ' 
Shoker Ulah Hofleiny. 
Aboo Ally. 
Hajy Abd Reheem. 
Munfoor Ally Hoffeiny. 
Syed Behadre Ally Khan. 
Buddee u Dien Mahommed. 
Akbur 
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Akbar Ally. 

Affud?o’Rahmaun Hoffeiny. 

Moneer u Dien Siddecky. 

Buddee o’Rahmaun Hoffeiny. 

Shech Mahommed Mukhum. 

Mahommed Ally Bokth. 

Mahommed Waulah. 

Akum u Dien. 

Mahommed Auriff. 

Attah Ullah. 

Molovy Ruffyell Dien Mahommed. 

Arjun Jcynaut Jee Bunawary. 

Mahommed Mukeem. 

Tbaud Ullah. 

Golaum Hoffein ul Hoffeiny. 

Mahommed Khulleel. 

Bugwunt Row, the vackecl of Maha Rajah Pateel Madagee Sindea 
Behadre. 

Roy Sunker Roy Behadre, the vackecl of Beetel Row Sindea. 

Toraub Ally Hoffeiny. 

Shiruff u Dien Auhmed. 

Mahommed Nukky. 

Rujjub Ally. 

Ramfing Roy, the vackeel of Sehway Maha Rajah Deraje Rajah 
Pertaub Sing, the Rajah of Joynagur. — 

Pyra Mull, the Gomaftah of Rajah Cafhmery Mull. 

Muzahur ul Huk. 


Mahommed Tuckey. 
Taage 
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Taage u Dien Mahommed. 

Golaum Ruffool. ; 

Gocul Chund Choley, the -vackeel of the Nawaub Saadett Ally 
Khan Behadre, the fon of the Nawaub Vizier ul Momaluck Shuja 
Dowla Behadre. 

Gopaul Chund Chobey. 

Mahommed Mokeem Khorefhy. ‘ 

Golaum Shaw Murdaun. 

Himmayet Ullah Hoffeiny. 

Reafut Ullah Ahmud. 

Odey Kum Dofs Bridg Bhokun Dofs. 

Otum Chund. 

Judoo Ram Sing. 

Saheb Ram Muckoond Loll. 

Surroopchund Ameen Chund. 

Monohur Dofs, the fon of Gopaul Dofs Shaw. 

Goorfahy Cofhaul Chund, the Gomaftah of Gopaul Dofs Saw. 

Rajah Ram Manick Jee. 

Meer Syed Mahommed. 

Mahommed Tukky. 

Mahommed Azeez. 

Mahommed Ally, 

Mahommed Zamaun. 

Abdol Jelleel Hoffeiny. 

Kummer u Dien. 

Afud Ally. 

Noor Ullah. 


Beer 
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Beer Bhaun, the vackeel of the Nawaub Delcer O Dowla Dil 
Khan Behadre, the brother of Nawaub Mozuffer Jung Behadre, 


who is the fon of Nawaub Ahmed Khan Behadre Ghaulib Jung 


Bunguifh. 


Sumbonaut, the Gomaftah of Rajah Butcherage. 


Munfur Ahmed. 

Fuzle u Dien Mahommed. 
Gelaum Abaud Hoffeiny. 
Moufa Ally. 

Kummer u Dien Amhed. 
Golaum Hoffein Hoffeiny. 


Mooty Loll, the vackeel of the Nawaub Fyzoolla Khan, the fon of 
Ally Mahommed Khan, inhabitant of Rungpore. 


Ahmed of Mecca. 
Saad u Dien Ahmed. 
Burhaun o’din Ahmed. 
Mahommed Hatim. 
Zahoor ul Huk. 


Gholaum Byraum Hoffeiny. 


Roo ul Ameen Hofleiny. 
Mohib Ullah Hoffeiny. 
Mahommed Hakim. 
Omed Reza. 
Mahommed Monaum. 
Syed Suddun. 

Gool Mahommed. 
Mahommed Arhum. 
Deedar Mahommed. 


Golaum Ombca. 

Khier u Dicn Mahommed. 
Abdool Ally Hoffeiny. 
Abdool Moally Hoffeiny. 
Molovy Mahommed Yeafen. 
Molovy Burkut Ullah. 
Buddy u Zummaun. 
Moonfhee Hoffein Ally Hoffeiny. 
Golaum Atkeea. 

Molovy Mahommed Baker. 
Ballaby Kont Dofs. 

Shree Narain Moftofy. 
Golaum Nubby. 

Hurry Ram Pundit. 


Sumboonaut Pundit. 
. Ranifeeta. 
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Ranifeeta. 

Molovy Meer Jewaud Vllah. 

Golaum Moftofa. _ 

Meer Jauny. 

Abdool Azeez. 

Sheikh Azeem u Dien. 

Sumfu Dien Hoffein. 

Mahommed Wajid. 

Behadre Sing, treafurer at the 
Khalfa treafury. 

Rada Govind Gofe. 

Anoop Narain. 

Ramkaunt. 

Gunga Perfaud. 

Ram Soonder. 

Sham Soonder. 

Raujehund. 

Shahut Ram. 

Bugwunt Ram. 

Ramkisfhore. 

Jogyram. 

Ramram Karcoon. 

Seroop Loll. 

Purrum Sook, 

Ramfunker. 

Parbutty Chum. 

Sirridhur. 


Bolanaut. 


Nurfing Ghofe. 

Gopenaut. 

Ram Lochun. 

Moonfhee Mungul Sing: 

Moujyram. 

Jugmohun. 

Boodmull, Suriftahdar of the 
Nufheh of the Khalfa. 

Berronaut Mullick. 

Doolub Ram Sing. 

Shaum Raum Sein. 

Bolanaut Sing. 

Shaum Sunder. 

Hurgopaul Sing, the fon of Buf- 
{unt Sing, Canoongoe of the 
Purgunnah of Balagautch, 
in the Siscar of Hadjeepoor, 
in the Soobah Bahar. 

Kifhen Mungul. 

Kifhen Mungul Dofs. 

Nurfing Dofs. 

Curmohun Ghofe. 

Jadooram Sein. 

Godower Sing. 

Suddanund. 

Doolol Sein. 

Ramperfaud Dofs. 

Luckeynarain Kunt. 


Moonthee 


Moonthee Hurnarain. 
Niel Kunt. 


Moonthee Kofaul Chund. 


Gocul Chund. 
Nuwajee Loll. 
Birjomohun Surmah. 
Nemoy Churn. 
Durgachurn. 
Raujnarain Surmah. 
Kifhen Kunt Surmah. 
Sheonarain Ghofe. 
Mooty Loll Dey. 
Sicb Ram Paul. 
Juggernaut Sircar. 
Juggomohun. : 
Ramconny Seal. 
B.ffumber Day. 
Bifhnoo Churn Seal. 
Ramperfaud Day. 
Ruggho Mullick. 
Chyton Churn Sein. 
Sonauton Dofs. 
Goormohun Ghofe. 
Rada Madow Dhutt. 
Derhum Dofs Ghofe. 
Ramnaut Mullick. 
Sookchunder Dofs. 
Bindabun Dofs. 
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Ramnarain Surmah. | 
Chytonch:ra, Chund. 
Birdabun Seal, 
Roychurn Dey. 
Kofaul Chund. 
Kifhen Churn Arut. 
Ramkiffore Seal, 
Sautoo Sean. 
Gopichurn Seal. 
Kifhenperfaud. 
Choitun Churn Dutt. 
Sookmoy Burrell. 
Suvgeechund Seal. 
Chitunchurn Dutt. 
Hurry Dofs Mullick. 
Soobachund Deir. 
Kifhen Churn. 
Sonatun Mullick. 
Monfookram. 
Bunfee Buddun Seal. 
Khofhaul Biffwas. 
Kaeem Jemautdar. 
Radacaunt Paul. 
Luckeecaunt Burrell. 
Goculchund Mundel. 
Anundram Dutt. 
Rafbaharry Dutt. 
Saroop Chund Seal. 
Narain 


Narain Seal. 

Konay Pauly. 

Sapply Ram Seen. 
Gocul Day. 

Gopee Churn Purdun. 
Attamaram Burrell, 
Moty Loll Paul. 
Sonatun Arnub. 
Roopchund Seal. 
Gourchern Dey. 
Kisfhen Churn Seel. 
Serauge u Dien Turrufdar. 
Maunic Mundul. 
Sumbooram Surmah. 
Konnaut Surmah. 
Dhun Ram Surmah. 
Shaum Sunder Surmah, 
Colly Perfaud Surmah. 
Gunganarain Surmah. 
Bisfhennaut Surmah. 
Shenny Dur Surmah, | 
Cofaul Surmah. 

Ram Roy. 

Kaunt Naut Surmah. 
ourree Kaunt Surmah. 
Gocul Sean. 


Modun Dofs. 
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Neelam Bur Surmah. 
Hurrynaut Surmah. 
Purootum Dofs. 
Punchanund Surmah. 
Monohur Surmah. © 
Gourhurry Dofs. 
Sheoram. 

Ramlochun Surmah. 
Samboonaut. 
Rammohun Surmah. 


Sunjeib Sing. 


 Boyjenaut Bofe. 


Nemy Churn. 
Luckun Surmah. 
Birjo Sunder Dofs. 
Ram Miffer Sing. 
Ram Lochun Dofs. 
Molukchund Surmah. 
Jagnaut Surmah. 
Ram Vuttacharge. 
Ram Kiffore Surmah. 
Ram Raunt Surmah. 
Hurriffchunder Dofs. 
Kifhen Kenker Surma. 
Ram Kaunt Surmah. 
Guddadhur Dutt. 
Suddanund Arnub. 
Bowanny 


Bowanny Perfaud Sein. 
Ram Keffore Surmah. 
Ramjoy Surmah. 
Ramperfaud. 

Futty Chund Dutt. 
Sery Chitunchun Dutt. 
Nundkomar Bofe. 
Dataram Surmah. 
Kiffen Dofs. 

Hurry Deb. 
Ramperfaud. 

Colley Dofs. 

Munt Naick. 
Suttunjecb Surmah. 
Surbanund Surmah. 
Coonla Caunt Surmah. 
Neem Chund. | 
Hurry Kiffen Seen. 
Bowanny Metre. 
Gooperfaud Gore. 
Ramjoy Mullick. 
Ramfunker. 
Gunganarain Dofs. 
Ram Dofs Dey. 

Ram Hurry Surmah. 
Looknaut Dofs. 


C hundychurn Surmah. 


Hurriffchunder Surmah, 


Rafbaharry Metre, 


( 
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Gelaum Shaw. 

Golaum Nobby. 

Mahommed Wauful. 

Mahommed Soobhaun. 

Mahommed Kayem. 

Sheikh Azeez Ullah. 

Fuzle ul Hoffein. 

Sheikh Golaum Rehmauny. 

Mahommed Azeem. — 

Mahommed Seomby. 

Saum Sunder Surmah. 

Ramfunder Shaw. 

Mohun Loll. 

Meer Hafiz Ullah Khan. 

Fizullah. 

Goorchurn Surmah. 

Dyaram Surmah. 

Biffen Churn Nundy. 

Ramchunder Seen. 

Ramchunder Seen. 

Anundyram Turkfiddunt. 

Ganganarain Surmah. 

Comlaperfaud Surmah. 

Comlaput Roy. 

Affaram, the brother of Sheonarain, 
canoongoe of the purgunnah of 
Maune, in the Sircar Sarun. 

Junkyram. 

Baulyram. 

Hurrynarain 


Hurrynarain Goopt. 
Biffen Naut Surmah. 
Juggernaut Surmah. 
Gopinaut Dutt. 
Joyram Surmah. 
Kiffenperfaud Bofe. 
Bulram Dew. 
Ramperfaud Dew Surmah. 
Manick Surmah. 

Nundoolall Turkchooramony. 
Govindram Chuckerbutty. 
Guddadhur Surmah. 

Allabed Méherbaun Sing. 
Ram Doyal. 

Beejanund Bofe. 

Ruffick Loll. 

Ram Sing. 

Deenanaut Tewarry. 
Sookloll. 

Kurreem u Deen. 

Mudden Mitre. — 

Churra Mun Sing. 

Narain Mullick. 

Bullub Sing. 

Doomaul Sing. 

Purmaun Sing. 


Xifhnaram, the canoongoe of the 


purgunnah of Kooreh. 


Rafbaharry Canoongoe.- 
Roufhun Mull, 
Kaumrauje Mullick. 
Shums u Deen. 
Bachoo Sing. 

Rehem u Deen. 
Schoram. 

Mahommed Nevauz. 
Ramchunder Dey. 
Ramhurry Ghofe. 
Moty Ullah. | 
Roufhen Ullah. 

Surage u Dien. 
Bhemrauge. 
Gungaram Canoongoe, 
Govindram Bofe. 
Mahommed Deleer. 
Raufukh u Dien. 
Bugta Cubberauge. 
Ram Dieb Surmah. 
Saddanund Surmah. 
Radakifhen Bofe. 
Budgy Govind Dofs. 
Khofhaul Chund Ghofe. 
Ram Gopaul Bofe. 
Gopecaunt Bofe. 
Ramcaunt Gofe. 
Bullonaut Surmah. 


| q uggut 
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Juggnaut Metre. Ragonaut Gofe. 

Ram Lochun Dofs. Chundeechurn Bofe. 
Ram Kiffore Scan. Ramchunder Surmah. 
Sheo Perfaud Surmah, Denanaut Sein. 

Gour Hurry Dofs. Durgaram Surmah. 
Govindram Dofs. Chuckoo Surmah. 
Gunfam Dofs. Ramfunder Dofs. 
Bhurronaut Bofe. Gungadur Ghur. 
Gunganarain Pundit Opadeeah. Nettah Nund Dey. 
Bereeffur Surmah. Sadda Sheo Surmah. 


(A true Tranflation.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
7 * Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, 
° Secretary to the Fort. 


No. 37. Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from other Inhabitants of 
the Town of Calcutta, which was delivered to the Secretary by 
Rauje Chund Roy, and others. « | 

Tranflation of a Petition delrvered to Enwarpd Hay, E/guire, 
Secretary to the Government, by Rauje Chund Roy, Pettumber 
Mittre, Durrup Narain, Colly Perfaud Ghofe, Tunnoor Dutt, 
and others, Inhabitants of the Town of Calcutta. 


WE, your petitioners, mbhabitants of the town of Calcutta, 


prefent to the council an addrefs relative to Mr. Haftings, undes 
| ; | our 
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our feals and fignatures, together with a copy thereof; and in behalf 
of ourfelves, and of the other perfons who have fealed or figned the 
faid addrefs, do requeft, that the council, having caufed the fame 
to be tranflated by the officers of the Company, will be pleafed to 
tranfmit the original and the tranflation to England. 


What was neceffary we have reprefented. 


BB B. 


Tranflation of the Addrefs delivered to Epwarp Hay, Efguaire, 
Secretary to the Government, by Rauje Chund. Roy, Pettumber 
Mittre, and others. 


WE, the greateft and principal people, merchants, and others, men 
of different fects and perfuafions, inhabitants of the city of Calcutta, 
part of the-territories of the Englifh Company (whom may God long 
preferve in profperity!) having heard that the exalted rulers of 
England, and they who prefide over the courts of juflice, have 
received difpleafure in their humane hearts againft Mr. Haftings, 
upon a fufpicion that he took the money and effects of us, the in- 
habitants of this country, by fraud and treachery, and entirely ruined 
the government of the Company ; therefore we, the people afore- 
faid, with a perfect unanimity, both in expreffon and meaning, 
according to the precepts of our feveral religions and cuftoms, the ob- 
fervance of which we always make the objects of our hearts, -do, 
for the purpofe of difpelling the doubts of the exalted gentlemen 
aforefaid, bring from behind the curtain of concealment, and place 
upon the public feat of notoriety, fuch a reprefentation of the 
character, and fuch a relation of the words and actions of Mr. Haft- 


ings, 
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ings, whofe difpofition is worthy of all praife, asis true and certain, 
and fally proved, and clearly demonftrated, and free from ornament 
and exaggeration, from the time that ho was appointed to, and 
became invefted with, the government of Calcutta, till the end of his 
adminiftration. He was always occupied in the welfare of the ryotts 
and the improvement of the country ; in the fupport of the weak, in 
healing the oppreffions and injufti¢e of bad men, in good offices to 
the great and {mall, in the prefervation of the rules of government, 
and in attention to the right and degrees of men nobly defcended, in 
the encouragement of men of merit and learning, in Jaying the foun- 
dations of virtue, as for example, by building colleges and fchools, 
in keeping alive the learning of every fect and perfuafion, in giving 
eafe to the landholders and the merchants, in difpenfing juftice to the 
afflicted and opprefied, in fpeaking the language of confolation to the 
humble as well as to the great, in conciliating the hearts of princes, 
whether friends or enemies, and in the welfare of the Company. In 
fhort, throughout the territories under the government of the Com- 
pany, there is not a fingle individual who has not received from the 
well-{pread table of Mr. Haftings’s bounty whatever he was entitled 
to: and we, the inhabitants of this town of Calcutta, have for our 
own part reprefented only that which we have ourfelves feen of the 
kindnefs, the care, the knowledge of what was right, and the huma- 
nity of Mr. Haftings, who could diftinguifh what was juft from 
what was unjuft, who, in his exemption from avarice was unequalled, 
the fountain of geod difpofitions, and the aflemblage of mercies.— 
We were, and are, in every way fatisfied with and grateful to Mr. 


Hattings ; and {wect and refrefhing to our tongues are the words with 
which 
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which we utter his praifes.————Written on the 2d Bhauden, 16th 
Auguft, 1788. 


Ramniddee Serma. Mannickchund Bofe. 
Ramhurry Serma. Hittoo Seit. 
Ramruttun Serma. Nuttoo Paul. 

Caufinaut Bai.boo. ‘  Bhacgvut Sahaw. 
Dewan Dyal Chund. Fuckerchund Sahaw. 
Roy Hurryram Mullick. Juggurnaut Meter. 
Anundram Mullick. Santaram Meter. 
Ruggooram Mull:ck. Durrup Narain Sermah. 
Ramchurron Serma. Ramtunnoo Dutt. 


Sirree Narain Seet, fon of Rafba- Cheituncherrun Dutt. _ 
harry Seet, grandion of Sham- Ramnarain Serma. 
foonder Seet, the fon of Bana- Ramfunker Serma. 


rife Seet. Cheitunchurn By fauk. 
Dataram Pundit. | Goorchurn Byfauk. 
Govurdan Pundit.—-AHthis which Radakifhen Soor. 

is written is true. Nyan Soor. 
Ramfoonder Meter. Ramlochun Gofe. 
Moonfhey Imaum Bukfh. « Dyaram Secit. 
Arjoonjee Nautjee. Kalliperfaud Gofe. 
Roy Huldar Sein. Ramkifhore Serma. 
Raje Petumber Meter. Ramanund Roy. » 
Lolchund Meter, Ramfoonder Roy. 
Rada Mohun Photadar. Bennode Bcharri Roy. 
Ramperfaud Phuradar. 2 Raujchunder Roy. 
Ramfoonder Meter. Bifhnoochurrun Bofe. 


Krifhunchund - 


Krifhunchund Byfauk, 
Cunhoy ‘Loll Byfauk. 
Muddun Gopal Roy. 
Rauge Bullub Sein. 
Ramcunhoi Gore. 
Govindram Byfauk. 
Annunchund Dut. 
Durrup Narain Miffer. 
Annunderam Dut. 
Byjeram Sermah. 
Goculchund Sermah. 
Gopinaut Serma. 
Ramfoonder Serma. 
Ramhurry Gofe. 
Indur Narain Gofe. 
Ramtunnoo Roy. 
Telookram Gofe. 


Dyaram Serma. 


Puddumlochun Gongoly. 


Koonj Behari Serma. . 
Annundchund Dut. 
Goculchund Daus Gofe. 
Ramlochun Gofe. 
Permefhry Serma. 
Aggyahram Serma. 
Joogulkiffore Gond. | 
Nunddoolol Gond. 
Sirree Narain Serma. 
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Ramhurry Gofe. 
Mahadew Gofe. 
Ramnarain Befwaus. 
Ramchunder Gofe. 
Juggurnaut Gongoly. 
Maunickchund Gofe. 
Gourichurn Dee. 
Gunga Narain Daus. 
Gopinaut Chuckervuttee. 
Aggyram Chuckervuttee. 
Shamfoonder Gofe. 
Ramfoonder Roy. 
Gourichurn Daus. 
Krifhun Mohun Sircar. 
Luckun Mundul. 
Ramhurree Mundal. 
Aggyram Saumec. 
Sockmi Mundul. 
Ramfunker Dofs. 
Ramchunder Mundul. 
Hurrichurn Mullick. 
Joogul Mundul. 
Rammohun Praumaunick. 
Nitta Nund Saumee. 
Neelmunnee Saumec. 
Jaggurnaut Perfaud Dut. — 
Ramhurry Gofe. 
Auteram Huldar. 
Hurrikefhea 


Hurrikefhen Dee. 
Aggyahram Paul. 
Goculchund Nundee. ' 
Jaggernaut Sircar. 
Obhichurn Roy. 
Ramgunga Binnoki. 
Datteram Bennoki. 
Ramram Dut. 
Ramchunder Benoki. 
Maunickchund Gofe. 
Bulram Gofe. 
Bhirochurn Roy. | 
Ramnarain Choudry. 
Berharidaus Daus. 
Annundiram Gir, 
Ramnarain Serma. 
Bridjoo Ram Serma. 
Hurchund Serma. 
Munnohur Paul. 
Gopinaut Goiaul. 
Rambhurri Bofe. — 
Ramchunder Bofe. 
Debychurn Serma. 
Ramfoonder Metter. 
Hurbifhunchunder Serma. 
Ramdeb Sircar. 
Ramchurn Serma. 
Juggernaut Serma. 


( 
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Byjnaut Bunnyjea, 

Ramram Seit. _ 

Dateram Chuckervettee. 

Ramlochun Chuckervettee. 

Juggutram Serma. 

Kalliperfaud Dut. 

Chunder Shekur Mitter, fon of 
Doorgachurn Metre. 

Ramtunnoo Mitter. 

Maunickchund Chuckervuttee. 

Annunderam Chuckervettee. 

Autmeram Chuckervuttee. 

Bhawanneechurn Serma. 

Deibechurn Serma. 

Munnonur Gofe. 

Goorooperfaud Gofe. 

Ramkaunt Paulit. 

Kundurp Soor. 

Bulram Soor. 

Subbanund Roy. 

Gopikaunt Bofe. 

Juggatram Paulet. 

Bifhunnaut Serma. 

Neelmonny Chattija. 

Rammohun Bofe. 

Ramchurn Paulet.. 


Durup Narain Gofe. 


Ram Nundy Daus.. 


Bindrabund 


Bindrabund Gofe. 
Taurnichund Bofe. 
Hurrekrifhen Paul. 
Gunfaum Sein. 
Kewalram Gofe. 
Ramkaunt Mitter. 
Hurrikefhen Gofe. 
Kifhen Mohun Gofe. 
Ramyee Serma. 
Ramloochun Serma. 
Ram Neddy Serma. 
Ramfhunker Daus. 


Ramneddi Cubberauje. 


Bulbudder Perrauree. 
Gourychurn Serma. 
Jugmohun Serma. 
Lokuram Serma. 
Ramperfaud Serma. 
Luckikaunt Serma. 
Gourachurn Dut. 
Neelmunnee Meter. 
Ramfoonder Bofe. 
Rugoonaut Nandi. 
Radakaunt Kubberaje. 
Ramlochun Mrtter. 
Gunganarain Bofe. 
Byjyram Bofe. 
Byjnaut Serma. 
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Gourikaunt Bofe. 
Ramjy Sein. 
Seebram Dut. | 
Juggernaut Bofe. 
Gokulchund Bofe. 
Seebchurn Binnoky. 
Myaram Gofe. 
Rammanund Dee. 
Gungadhur Paul. 
Praunhurri Gofe. 
Bauncharam Sing. 
Bunmauly Gofe. 
Ramfoonder Bofe. 
Maunickchund Chuckervutte. 
Cripparam Kur. 
Ramfoonder Gofe. 
Munnohur Serma. 
Ramkaunt Daus. 
Gunga Bifhen Serma. 


| Kumlakaunt Bofe. 


Hurrichurn Chuckervutte. 
Gunputti Sein. 

Guddadur Dee. 

Neelmunni Gofe. 
Ramdoolal Seal. 
Chundichurn Nauk. 
Anundiram Chuckcrbuttee. . 
Autmeram Chuckervuttee. 


4 Y 2 Krifhen 


Krifhen Chund Mitter. 
Annunde Mitus. | 
Radakaunt Chuckervutte. 
Gokulchunder Mitter. 
Aggyaram Mitter. 
Shamfoonder Chuckerbuttee. 
Ramchurn Chuckerbuttee. 
Seebchurn Chuckervuttee. 
Gourhurri Bifwas. 
Ramfunker Mitter. 
Dyaram Chaturjah. 
Kallifunker Sermah. 
Bancharam Sermah. 
Kalliperfaud Sermah. 
Babooram Serma. 

Koonj Behary Binnoky. 
Obhichurn Paulit. 
Jugmohun Serma. 

Ramjee Gofe. 
Shamfoonder Gofe. 
Ramkifhore Bofe. 

Bulram Gofe. 

Bulram Sing. 

Bhugutram Paul. 

Byjnaut Chatyjah. 
Atmeram Paulit. 
Ramfunker Binoky, 
Ragnaut Binoky. 
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Muddun Mohun Poor, 
Gopee Mohun Binoky.. 
Byjyannund Soor. 
Ramcunhoi Huldar. 
Ramlochun Roy. 
Ramfunker Mitter. 
Ramram Bofe. 
Gourychurn Paul. 
Rajchunder Mitter. 
Ramlochun Mitter. 
Bryjoodhun Mundal. 
Doorga Churn Ghofe. 
Jynarain Mitter. 
Deibnaut Dut. 
Jaggernaut Bifwas. 
Tahkoor Daus Mitter. 
Santiram Mundal. 
Gunganarain Roy. 
Shamfoonder Bofe. 
Ramtonoo Bofe. 
Ramnarain Sircar. 
Rafbehary Paul. 
Ramperfaud Bifwas. 
Radhachurn Bofe. 
Ramchurn Bofe. 
Hurrinarain Gofe. 
Jynarain Bofe. 
Mookteram Mitter. — 
— Nefheram 


Nefheram Sircar. 
Bendrabund Sahaw. 
Nerharree Sein. 
Ramdoolal Nauk. 
Ramram Serma, 

_ Mehees Serma. 
Ramlochun Mokurjah. 


Kriffen Perfaud Mokurjah. 


Kallachund Ojyah. 
Hurrinarain Serma, 
Ram Gopal Sircar, 
Ramchunder Bifwas. 
Byrochurn Daus. 
Ramburri Bofe. 
Bejyram Bofe. 
Obhychurn Gofe. 
Rammohun Bofe. 
Durgah Perfaud Mitter. 
Joogulkifhore Serma. 
Krifhenram Bofe. 
Kalliperfaud Bofe. 
Bulram Gofe. 
Govindram Dut. 
Lolchund Sing. 
Bhowany Churn Soor. 
Ramtunnoo Choudry. 
Jugmohun Sein. 
Maunickram Dut. 
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Bhagirut Mitter. _ 
Goury Sunker Mitter. 
Annunderam Dee. 
Jaggernaut Photadar. 
Govindram Dut. 
Byjeram Daus. 


* Bunnaun Sah. 


Monohur Serma. 
Ramtunnoo Gofe. 
Kalliperfaud Gungoly. 
Ramfunker Gofe. 
Bancheram Mitter. 
Shamfoonder Gofe. 
Kowul Lochun Daus. 
Ramnaut Binoky. 
Ramperfaud Serma. 
Byjyram Dut. 
Munohur Sircar. 
Ramfunker Sein. 
Ramcunhoi Binoky. 
Atmaram Scin. 
Lukthmicaunt Gungooly. 
Cunnukram Bennoky. 
Nundoolal Bofe. 
Kalliperfaud Serma. 
Doorgoperfaud.Dut. 
Kheimchund Roy. 


Neddiram Dut. 
Goku 


Gokul Daus. 

Nyan Dut. 
Ramhurry Daus. 
Hurrinarain Dut. 
Kallifunker Dee. 
Deviperfaud Dut. 
Ramram Buttacharge. 
Ramnichurn Ghofaul. 
Ramfunker Bhuttacharje. 
Praunkifhen Sing. 
Radakifhen Sing. 
Abbyachurn Roy. 
Seetaram Gofe. 
Bowannychurn Bofe. 
Rumnarain Mitter. 
Kifhencunt Sein. 
Petumber Bofe. 
Atmeram Bofe. . 
Ramnidhi Bofe. 
Ramtunnoo Bofe. 
Rammohun Bofe. 
Jugmohun Bofe. 
Juggernaut Roy. 
Byjanund Dut. 
Byjanund Gofe. 
Gokulchund. Daufs. 
Govurdhun Mitter. 
Bhowanund Bofe. 
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Gourychurn Gofe. 
Bowanychurn Dee. 
Ramfunker Dut. 
Muddun Mohun Gofe. 
Ramperfaud Mitter. 
Ramnaut Bofe. 
Ramjy Sing. 
Mookteram Mitter. 
Ramconhoi Mitter. 
Bulram Mitter. 
Neelmunny Mitter. 
Ramtunnoo Mitter. 
Ramneddi Nundy. 
Permanund Mitter. 
Mullookchund Bofe. 
Bindrabund Bofe. 
Shamanund Dut. 
Rafbehary. Dut. 
Mookteram Bofe. 
Gourychurn Mitter. 
Nittanund Dee. 
Ramniddi Dee. 
Dyatram Dut. 
Ramdoolal Dut. 
Rumkifhore Mullick. 
Ramtunnoo Bifwas. 
Ramram Dut. 
Neelmunny Dut. . 
Surmanund 
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Surmanund Mitter. 
Radhacaunt Gofe. 
Lolchund Daus. 
Ramkifhore Dee. 
Ramcunhoi Dee. 


Bhuggowty Sein. 


to 


Dateram Serma. 
Muddunmohun Ghofe. 
Rammanund Mitter. 
Kallifunker Binoky. 
Ramchurn Daus. 
Gourachund Dut. 
Byjanund Daus. 
Sookmy Serma. 
Ramchund Roy. 7 | 
Ramgopal Dee. 
Jeynarain Serma. 
Gunganarain Sein. 
Tahkoor Daus Baunigea. 
Jagurnaut Gole. 
Moonfhey Shumfudeen. > 
Moonfhey Nufleerudeen. 
Moonfhey Mahommed ° Moo- 

keram. 
Munnoohur Bofe. 
Radacaunt Mudjmooadar. 
Preimchund Serma. 
Lolbehary Serma. 

4 


Mookteram Sein. 
Seeteram Gofe. 
Munnohur Serma. 
Ram Caunt Dut. 
Goculchund Gofe. — 
Goculchund Bofe. 
Kallichurn Dofs. 
Taurachund Bofe. 
Neelmunnce Sircar. 
Devychurn Gofe. 
Binnoodram Butteyah. 
Guddadur Chund. 
Bowanny Churn Dut. 
Ramgopaul Gofe. 
Dyaram Binoky 
Nidhi Bofe. 
Sahafram Bofe. 
Bijoyram Serma. 
Ramfunker Serma. 
Ramdoolal Serma. . 
Jugmohun Dut. 
Byjanund Gofe. 
Ramfoonder Serma. 
Nundkifhoor Dut. 
Byjyram Serma. 
Shumbhoonarain Banajeah. 
Guddadhur Mitter. 
Kallichurn Roy. 
Kumlacau 


Kumlacaunt Serma. 
Munnohur Bifwas. 
Bhirochund Serma. 
Praunbullub Serma. 
Munnohur Sing. 
Maunickram Bofe. 
Ramnidhi Serma. 
Gourachund Sein. 
Ramcaunt Dut. 
Ramdoolal Sircar. 
Ramram Sing. 
Brejdoolal Dut. 
Maunickchund Sein. 


Atmeram Bhuttacharje. 


Ramhurri Sermah. 
Maunickram Sermah. 
Ramjee Gofe. | 
Brejjoo Bhuttacharje. 
Nundoolol Roy. 
Kewelram Dee. 
Seetaram Sermah. 
Kerparam Gofe. 
Rambullub Nauk. 
Maunichram Gir. 
Bowanund Mitter. 
Ramckurn Sermah. 
Byragey Churn Gir. 
Ramcunhoi Mitter. 
I 
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Ramcaunt Dut. 
Krifhun Ram Sircar. 
Doorganund Dut. 
Ramcunhoi Dut. 
Ramfoonder Choudry. 
Durupnarain Daus. 
Ramcunhoi Bennoky. 
Munnohur Serma. 
Ramdoolal Daus. 
Ramdhun Serma. 
Ram Suntofe Gofe. 
Juggutram Kur. 
Radachurn Kur. 
Brejoolal Sein. 
Goculchund Sermah. 
Ramram Binnoky. — 
Ramruttun Serma. 
Byjenaut Serma. 
Radacaunt Soor. 
Rummanund Dee. 
Ramcaunt Dut. 
Bowanychurn Dut. 
Luckinarain Dutt. 
Rammohun Sermah. 
Munnohur Sermah. 
Rauchunder Serma. 
Devichurn Bofe. 
Ramfhunker Paulet. 
Gunganarain 
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Gunganarain Gole. Gourychurn Gofe. 
Gungaram Budhal. Ruggoonaut Mitter. 
Hirderam Banyjah. | Ramnedhi Daus. 
Ruggoonaut Banyjah. ‘Ramjewan Gofe. 
Doorgachurn Chuckervuttee; Kirpperam Paul. 
Sookmy Tahkoor. _ Bhoomunmohun Soor. 
Mohunperfaud Tahkoor. Aggyaram Soor. 
Sehufram Bofe. Munnohur Daus. 


Ramdoolal Sing. 
(A true Tranflation. ) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy) E. HAY, 
Secretarv to the Government 


No. 38. Copy Tranflation of a Perfian Addrefs from other Inke 
bitants of the Town of Calcutta; which was delivered to the Secr 


tary by Rufic Lol Dutt, and others. 


Tranflation of a Petition from Ruffick Loll Dutt, and Nemoy Chui 
Mullick, and Govind Chund Byfauk, and Loll Chund Mittre, ai 
Nitty Anund Sein, and others, delivered by them to Edward Ha 


Efg. Secretary to the Government. 


WE, your petitioners, inhabitants of the town of Calcutta, d 


prefent to the council an addrefs, which we have prepared unde 
4Z fignature: 
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fignatures, relative to the bufinefs of Mr. Haftings, together with a 
copy thereof; and we do requeft, in behalf of ourfelves, and other 
perfons who have figntd the-faid addrefs, that the council, having 
in their kindnefs caufed the fame to be tranflated by the officers of 
the Company, will be pleafed to forward the original and the tran- 
flation to England. What was neceflary we have ftated.—Further- 
more, may the fun of your life and profperity ever remain refplendent. 
(A true Tranflate. ) | 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 


Cue €; 


Tranflation of an Addrefs delivered to Enwarp Hay, E/7. Secretary 
to the Government, by Ruffic Loll Dutt, Nemoy Churn Mullick, 
and others, Inhabitants of Calcutta. 


IT having at this time come to the hearing of all us, the gentry, 
merchants, and other principal people of the city of Calcutta, part 
of the territories of the brave and noble Englifh Company (whom 
may God long preferve in profperity!) that the exalted rulers of 
England, and they who prefide over the courts of juftice, have 
received doubt and difpleafure in their j uft hearts apainft Mr. Haft- 
ings, upon a fufpicion, that taking the money and effects of us the 
inhabitants of this country by various frauds and artifices, he ruined 
the Government of the Company; therefore we, the people afore- 
faid, with a perfect unanimity both in expreffion and meaning, do 
froicy; our hearts, and according to what we know and have heard, 


lay 
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lay before the exalted gentlemen aforefaid, for the purpofe of dif. 
pelling " their doubts, a true reprefentation of the character of 
Mr. Haftings, from the time that he was appointed to, and became 
invefted with the government of Calcutta, till the end of his ad- 
miniftration. He was always occupied in the welfare of the ryot: 
and the improvement of the country, in the fupport of the weak, 
in healing the oppreffions and injuftice of bad men, in good offices to 
the great and {mall, in the prefervation of the rules of government, 
and in attention to the rights and degrees of men nobly defcended ; 
in the encouragement of men of merit and learning, in eftablifhing 
allowances for Muffulmen, doctors, and for pundits and ftudents, 
and in fupporting colleges and f{chools both for Muffulmen and 
Hindoos; in keeping alive the learning of every fect and perfuafion, 
in giving eafe to the landholders and the merchants, in difpenfing 
juftice to the injured and oppreffed, in fpeaking the language of con- 
folation to the humble as well as the great, in conciliating the hearts 
of princes, whether friends or enemies, and in the welfare of the 
Company. In fhort, throughout the territories under the govern- 
ment of the Company, there is not a fingle mdividual who has not 
received from the table of Mr. Haftings’s bounty whatever he was 
entitled to. And we, the inhabitants of this town of Calcutta, 
have for our own parts reprefented only that which we have ourfelve: 
feen and heard of the kindnefs, the care, the knowledge of wha 
was right, and the humanity of Mr. Haftings, who could diftin. 
guifh what was juft from what was unjuft, who, in his exemptior 
from avarice, was unequalled, the fountain of good difpofitions, and 
the affemblage of mercies. —We were, and are fatisfied with, and 

4Z 2 grateful 
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grateful to Mr. Haftings ; and fweet and refrefhing to our tongues: 
are the words with which we utter his praifes.—Written on the 7th 


of Affin, 21{t September, 1788. 


Hur Dew Roy Bonneyja. 
Shaum Soonder Chuckerbutty. 
Baunchehram Chuckerbutty. 
Doorgachurn Chuckerbutty. 
Kufhenperfaud Huldar. 
Tittoram Puckraufy. 
Mohunperfaud Takoor. 
Radamohun Chuckerbutty. 
Kawnla Caunt Chuckerbutty. 
Neelmuny Takoor. 
Buncheram Chulleych. 
Durgachurn Muckooja. 
Gowrchurn Mullick. 
Nemoychurn Mullick. 
Adjoodeh Ram Byfauk. 
Govind Chund Byfauk. 
Ramkifhen Dofs. 

Sew Ram Paull. 

Kifhen Churn Adeh. 
Kifhen Churn Chund. — 
Rogonaut Dey. 

Goorchund Seal. 

Colly Churn Ghofe. 


Ramconney Bonneyja.- 
Ramcunt Bonneyja. 
Ramchund Callijeh. 
Doorgaram Takoor. 
Radachurn Chuckerbutty. 
Radachurn Dey. 
Bheem Paul. 

Perboo Ram Dey. 
Juggernaut Dey. 

Bridg Dey. 
Goculchund Karfermau. 
Loll Chund Metre, 
Banarafly Gofe. 

Lucky Kunt Paull. 
Surrop Chund Paull. 
Coofhaul Chund Paull. 


“Hurry Churn Dey. 


Chitonchurn Dutt. 
Hurry Dofs Mullick, 
Surrup Chund Paull. 
Nudun Dofs.. 
Raus Boharry Dutt. 
Lucken. Mullick.. 
Gooroo 


Gooroo Churn Bodhaul. 
Akur Mullick. 

Goluck Churn Mullick. 
Ramkufhen Mullick. 
Bulram Chund. 
Sookmoy Budhaul. 
Sonatun Adhey. 
Adjoodhea Ram Lahau.. 
Kowul Lochun Dey. 
Narain Seal. 

Gopee Churn Muddun, 
Raufbeharry Dhur. 
Ramkiffen Adeh. 

Adet Churn Day. 
Bindrabund Chund Byfauk. 
Nity Chund Byfauk, 
Luckun Mundul. 
Surrop Seal. 

Sortuck Sein. 
Gopechurn Seal. 
Ramkifhour Seal. 

Sham Churn Mullick. 
Ramperfaud Chund. . 
Gour Churn Seal. 
Gopaul Adeh. 

Goun Churn Dey. 
Gyaram Mettre. 
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Chitun Churn Dutt. 
Neel Money Dhur. 
Geery Dur Saw. 
Byjynaut Saw. 

Beer Chrun Dutt. 
Kuttoo See]. — 


* Biffumber Dhur. 


Kirparam Dhun.. 
Sonatun Seal. 
Juggernaut Seal. 
Sookmy Dher. 
Chiturn Churn Seal. 
Jewun Dey. 

Nefhee Ram Dey. 
Gocul Mundy. 
Nitta Nund Dutt.. 
Ruggonaut Sahay. 
Buthno Churn Seal. 
Nitta Nund Dutt. 
Raje Pittumber Mitter. 


e Munohor Mohun Dhur. 


Hur Dew Ram Seal. 
Anund Dutt. | 
Teclock Ram Paull, 
Purboram Dhur. 
Rafoo Sahah. 
Kifhurn Ram Bofe,. 


Gour Churn Dey. 
Bunfey Buddun Seal. 
Praunkiffen Sean. 
Ruffick Lall Dutt. 
Hur Loll Dutt. 

Ram Ram Sircar. 
Fuckerchund Tewary. 
Muddun Mohun Seal. 
Radakiffen Dhur. 
Radamohun Mullick, 
Kifhun Sein. 


Puddum Lochun Mullick. 


Ramperfaud Sein. 
Munohor Mullick. 
Chiten Churn Sein, | 
Nittanund Sein. 
Chitun Churn Sein. 
Surroop Chund Sein. 
Chiten Dutt. 
Jugmohun Dutt. 
Radachurn Dutt. 
Bufhno Churn Seal. 
Biffember Dey. 
Chitonchurn Adey. 
Gour Perfaud Mullick. 
Gour Perfaud Mullick, 
Nemy Churn Dutt. 
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Bhaugwut Paull. 
Neelmoney Sahaw. 
Ramfooder Mitter. - 
Radachurn Seal. 
Geery Dhur Roy. 
Bulram Dey. 
Juggutram Paul. 
Chiton Byfauck. 
Conny Pawn. 
Luckykunt Burhaul. 
Atmaram Burhaul. 
Nein Seal. 


Mokt«ram Dey. 

Shawne hurn Mullick. 
Nowivs.ber Seal. 

soda Nund Adeh. 
snioop Chund Dey. 
C-ocul Kifhwur Seet. 
Joogul Kifhwur Byfauk. 


~ Radakunt Paul. 


Roop Chund Dey. 
Fakeer Chund Dey. 
Rufhick Roy. 
Saufly Ram Sein, | 
Surroop Dutt. 
Surrvop Chund Seal. 
Nund 
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Nund Kefhour Fotehdar. Punchanund Pawn. 
Kifhwtr Fotehdur. . Ramchunder Chattija. 


Seetaram Seal. 
(A true Tranflation.) 
(Signed) G. F. CHERRY, 
Deputy Perfian Tranflator. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, Secretary to the For 


No. 39. Letter from the Reétor and Churchwarden of the 
Greek Church. 
To EpwarD Hay, E/g. Secretary to the Government. 
STR, : 

INCLOSED we have the honour to fend you an addrefs to th 
Court of Direétors in favour of Mr. Haftings, figned by ourfelves 
and all the other principal members of the Greek church, in Bengal 
The original addrefs, in modern Greek, is.accompanied by a copy 
and an Englifh tranflation of it. The original and the tranflation 
we humbly requeft, may be tran{mitted to the Honourable Court o 
Directors by the earlieft conveyance. | 

We have the honour to be, SiR, 
Your moft obedient humble Servants, 
(Signed) C. PARTHENIO, Reétor of th 
Greek Church of Calcutta. 
MAUNODY KYRIAKOR, Churchwarder 
(A true Copy.) . E. HAY, 
Fort Wilham, : Secretary to the Government 


Fanuary 8, 1789. 
: No. 4¢ 
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DDD. — | ; 
No. 40. Copy Tranflation of a Greek Addrefs from the Rettor, and 
other Members of the Greek Church. 


Lranflation of an Addrefs from the principal Members of the Greek 
Church, in Bengal, to the Honourable Court of Direétors of the 
Eaft India Company. 


WE the offspring of Hellafs, called by Europeans, Greeks, now 
refiding for commercial purpofes in Calcutta, and other places in 
the kingdom of Bengal, all and each of whom, except only one or 
two, came into this country fince the commencement of the ad- 
miniftration of Warren Haftings, the late glorious and exalted 
Governor of Bengal, and of all Eaft India, trading in and about 
thefe parts free and unmolefted— We, the faid Greeks, during the 
happy days of the late Governor Warren Haftings, having often 
been protected, and juftly fupported by him, and having alfo been 
encouraged by his noble fuccour and affiftance to raife, in this city, 
a holy temple, in honour and glory of our Saviour’s transfiguration 
in Mount Thabor, tothe end that we might be fixed in this country, 
and that this our church fhould remain as the foundation of an 
eftablifhment for us, and for our fucceffors, being of the fame 
nation and religion; we, at the fame time, confidering ourfelves 
lawful fubjects of his moft high, powerful, and facred Majefty, 
the King of Great Britain, for whofe permanence, profperity, and 
happinefs, we, as by our duty indifpenfably bound, do offer up to 

4 the 
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the Almighty God our daily prayers: forafmuch as we have heard, 
with deep regret, that the faid late Governor General Warren Hatt. 
ings is profecuted; and being, on our parts; moft perfeétly and 
heartily fatisfied with his wife and upright government, as well as 
gratified by the pious and great works which he rendered to us with 
his ufual benevolence ; do take the liberty of teftifying and declaring, 
by this humble reprefentation, his Chriftian and univerfal character, 
his beneficent and charitable difpofition towards all mankind, his 
juft and impartial love for all the native inhabitants, whether high or 
low, of this kingdom, anc his fervent zeal for the profperity of the 
country in general, and of every individual, manifefting to all and 
every of them marks of paternal affection, and ftretching forth his 
hand to thofe whom he found in indigént circumftances, and deftitute 
of the neceffarics of life. He was a zealous patron for the difpenta- 
tion of juftice to every individual, and a faithful balance of equity. 
In a word, he was enriched with all humane and moral endowments, 
and famous not only for his moral and political virtues, but worthy 
of praife, and to be highly fpoken of for his defire to obtain and to 
improve the literature of this country: all which excellencies will 
render him admired and immortal throughout the univerfal world. 
We, therefore, the fmall number of Greeks refiding in Calcutta, 
and difperfed throughout Bengal, in true teftimony of our great 
gratitude for the many benefits which we have received from the late 
Governor Warren Haftings, do join with all the world in declaring 
our fentiments in favour of the character of our worthy, wife, and 
humane patron, the late Governor General; and thave hereunto hum- 
bly fet our hands, this 13th day of December, 1788, O. 5. 
oA | ‘Parthenio, 
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Parthenio, rector of the church at Calcutta, and a native of Corfew.. 
Nathaniel, a native of Cyphanus, a prieft and monk of the convent 
of Mount Sinai, and re@tor of the church at Calcutta. 
Panagiotes Alexios, of Philippopolis. | 
Maurodes Kyriacos, warden of the church at Calcutta. and a native 
of Philippopolis. | 
Georgios Leontios, a native of Smyrna. 
Demetrius Georgius, from Bythenia. 
Sireen Khauja Abraham, of Ceferia. 
Athenafios Theodore, from Prufa. 
Theocharees Georgios, from Arta. 
Joannes Demetrius, from Mytilyne. 
Jacobus Khauja Kofma, from Cefaria. 
Angelus Neutalcos, from Philippopolis. 
Chriftodoulos, fon of Papa Nicolaos, from the ifland of Neos. 
Panagiotis Demetrius, from Kely. 
Angelos Douca, of theafland of Corfew. 
Chriftodoulos Maurody, of Philippopolis. 
Emanuel Demetrius, of Albania. 
Demetrius Galanos, from Athens. 
Georgius Panagiotis, from Philippopolis. 
Alexandros Panagiotis, from ditto. 
Anaftatius Panagiotis, from ditto. 
Joannes Panagiotis, from ditto. 
Potos Khauja Abraham, from Cefaria. 
Jacob Khauja Ifaah, from ditto. 
Alexius Khauja Abraham, from ditto. 
Simeon Khauja Abraham, from ditto. 


Jofeph 
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Jofeph Khauja Abraham, from ditto. 

Johannts Khauja Ifaah, from ditto. 

Lucos Theodore, from Magnefia. 

George Careeda, from Philippopolis. 

Soteeres Anthony, from ditto. 

George Athenafius, from ditto. 

Conftantinus Theodofios, from ditto, 

Conftantinus Sakcence, from ditto. 

Michael Andrew, from ditto. 

Demetrius George Calogrethy, from the ifland of Neos. 
Gcorge Demetrius, from ditto. 

Nicholas Marinus Calonas, from ditto. 

Demetrius Chriftodoulos, from Philipopolis. 

Michael, from Conftantinople. 

George Alexander, from Philippopolis. 

Leontius Chriftodoulos, from ditto. 

Alexander Keeriacos, from ditto. 

Bafileus Haujy Contrantine, from ditto. 

Simeon Georgios, from Georgia 

Michael Anthony, from the ifland of Naxia. 

George Anthony, native of Calcutt&. 

Theodorus, from the ifland of Samos. 

Nicholas, from Crete. : 

Sabas, a Sclavonian. 

Pannagiotis, from Kheletos. 

George Angclo, from Philippopolis. 

Conftantine, of Trapazos. | 
Jordanes, from Ccrfaria. | 
sA 2 Joannes 
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Joannes Garaganos, from Georgia, 
Anaftafius Conftantine, from Philippopolis. 
Soteres Stogios, from ditto. 
Nicholas Spiridon, from Crete. 
George, from Cephalenia. 
Stamatis Demetrius, from Rhodes. 
Zacharias, from ditto. 
John, from Kely. 
Athanafius Demetrius, from Philippopolis. 
Athanafius Conftantinus, from ditto. 
Demetrius Helia, from ditto. 
George Angala, from ditto. 
Anthony Phofkoulos, from the ifland of Tenos. 
Matthew Anthony, from ditto. 
Joannes, from Khely. 
Thalaffinos Kauja Petros, from Trapezon. 
Boikos Neno, from Philippopolis. 
Paulee Stratee, from Myteline. 

A true Tranflation. 

(Signed) C. PARTHENIO. 
(A true Copy.) E. HAY, Secretary to the Government. 


The Thanks of the Court of Proprietors and the Court of Direétors 
to Mr. Hastines, extracted from the Minutes of Evidence printed 
by Order of the Lords. 


AT a general court of the United Company of Merchants of 
England trading to the Eaft Indies, held at their houfe in Leadenhall- 
Street, 
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Street, on Thurfday, October 31, 1782, at eleven o’clock in the 
forenoen, 


P RES EN T, 


Sir Henry FLETCHER, Baronet, Chairman, 
NaTHANIEL SMITH, Efquire, Deputy, 


With moft of the Directors, and a large appearance of the generality.. 


The Court being mét to receive the votes for the determination of 
the queftion refolved the 24th inftant, to this day, put by the ballot. 
The following gentlemen were appointed fcrutineers to examine 
the faid votes, and to report the determjnation of the faid queftion, viz. 


Joseen Hurtock, Efquire. 
WILLIAM PETRIE, Efquire. 
Joun Travers, Efquire. 
Rosert Dattas, jun. Efquire.. 
SAMUEL FarMER, Efquire. 
SAMUEL SMITH, jun. Efquire. 


At fix o’clock the glaffes being finally clofed, were delivered to 


the {crutineers. ° 


At about feven the fame evening, Nathaniel Smith, Efgq. in the 
chair, Jofeph Hurlock, Efq. chairman of the fcrutineers, brought 
in.their report, which was read, being as follows, VIZ. 
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‘¢ Eaft India Houfe, OGfober 31, 1732. 
*© WE whofe names are hereunto fubfcribed, being appointed by 
the General Court of the United Company of Merchants of 
England trading to the Eaft Indies, to examine the votes delivered 
in this day for the determination by ballot of the following 
queftion, viz. 
‘¢ That it appears to this court, from inconteftible evidence drawn 
from the records of the Company, and fupported by the unani- 
mous opinion of the Houfe of Commons, that the war in which 
we are now engaged with the Mahrattas was evidently founded 
on the fentiments of the Court of Directors conveying demands 
on the Mahratta adminiftration, greatly cxceeding the conditions 
of the treaty of Poorunder,; which fentiments of the Court of 
Directors opencd the firft defign of fending a detachment from 
Bengal to the Malabar coaft, and that cor.fequently it would be 
the height of injuftice to lay the blame of that war, or the evils 
which have flowed from it, upon Mr. Haftings, when it appears 
that the diffatisfaction of the Court of Direétors, exprefied at 
the treaty of Poorunder, in their letters to Bengal of the sth of 
February, and to Bombay of the 16th of April, 1777, gave the 
ftrongeft encouragement to both prefidencies to feize the flighteft 
pretence of provocation from the minifters of the Mahratta ftates, to 
renew their engagements with Rogobak ; neither have the meafures 
adopted by Mr. Haftings; in confequence of fuch inftructions, 
ever received the flighteft cenfure from the faid Court of Direétors. 
In confideration whereof, it is now recommended to the Court of 
Directors to refcind their late refolution refpecting the removal of 
Warren Haftings, Efg. Governor General of Bengal; more 
| ‘* efpecially 
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efpecially as it appears to this Court, that according to the laft 
official difpatches from Bengal, dated April 8, 1782, the profpect 
of peace with the Mahrattas was then propitious, becaufe it 
feemed to be wifhed for by all the Mahratta ftates, becaufe 
hoftilities with them had ccafed for many months, and that a. 
peace has actually been concluded with Madajce Scindia, one of 
the principal chiefs of that confederacy ; and farther, that the. 
Government Gencral of Bengal were ufing every means in their 
power to effect a general pacification ; and that the conduct of the 
faid Govermnor General, tending to produce a general pacifica- 
tion, or to unite and fupport, by powerful refources, a general 
confederacy of the country powers to defeat the combination. 
of Hyder Ally and the French,” (fuppofing the faid Hyder 
Ally fhall not accept of the reafonable terms of accommodation. 
which have been offered to him in confequence of his propofals 
for peace) merits the warmeft approbation of this court; and 


that therefore it would be evidently injurtous to the intereft of the 


Company and the nation, to remove any of thofe principal 


fervants of the Company, now difcharging their duty with fuch 
uncommon exertions, ability, and unanimity, or to fhake the 


authority repofed in them by “the legiflature and the Company, 


at a period fo critical : fince the profperity of the Britifh intesefts 


in India will depend, in a great meafure, on the confidence which 
the native princes of the country may place in the Government 
General of Bengal.” 

And being alfo appointed -to report the number of votes for and 


againft the faid qucftion, having accordingly examined the faid votes, 


and find viz.. 


423. Votes: 
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428 Votes for the queftion. 
75 Votes againft the queftion. 





353 Majority for the queftion. 
(Signed) J. Hurtrockx. 
Joun TRAVERS, 
SAMUEL FARMER. 
W. PETRIE. 
R. DALLAs, jun. 
SAM. SMITH, jun. 
And a motion being made to adjourn ; 


The Court, on the queftion, adjourned accordingly. 


Read from Book 211 the following Extraél of a Letter from the Court 
of Dircélors to the Governor General and Counci{ at Fort William, 
in Bengal, dated December 19, 1784, dcginning at Paragraph 38 
of the fante. 


Par, 38. The General Court of* Proprietors on the 3th November, 
1783, came to the following Refolution, viz, 


RESOLVED, That it is the opinion of this ‘Court, that 
Warren Haftings, Efg. Governor General of Bengal, and the other 
members of the fupreme council, have difplayed uncommon zeal, 
ability, and exertion in the management of the affairs of the Eaft 
India Company, during the late hoftilities in India; particularly in 

4 finding 
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finding refources for fupporting the war in the Carnatic under fo 
many pfeffing difficulties, when that country was in danger of being 
loft through the fuccefsful irruption of Hydér Ally Cawn, aided by 
the powerful affiftance of the French; and alfo in concluding the 
late treaty of peace with the Mahrattas, at a period fo critical, and 
on terms fo honourable and advantageous to the permanent interefts 
of the Company. 

Refolved, therefore, That the thanks of this Court be given to 
Warren Haftings, Efq. Governor General, and the other members 
of the fupreme council, for the above fpecified great and diftin- 
guifhed fervice. And further, that this Court doth requeft the faid 
Warren Haftings, Efq. not to refign the ftation he now holds until 
the tranquillity of our poffeffions in Irftlia fhall be reftored, and the 
arrangements neceflary upon the re-eftablifhment of peace fhall have 
taken place. ° 

39. It was the wifh of the Court of Directors to have tranfmitted 
immediately to Bengal thefe grateful acknowledgements of their 
conftituents to men who had ferved them fo effentially ; but the 
Directors were reftrained, by a letter from his Majefty’s fecretary of 
ftate, on the ground that the affairs of the Eaft India Company are 


to be laid before Parliament. ; 

(Signed at the end) . 
Epm. BorHM. | THOMAS PARRY. W. BENSLEY. 
F. BARING. Naru. SMITH. Joun MIcHIE. 
Hueu INGLIs. W. DEVAYNES. GEoRGE TATEM. 
S. LusHINGTON. L. SuLLIVAN. Pau. Le MEsuRIER. 
R. HALL. J. Mansuip. Joun MoTTeEvx. 
Joun HunNTER. J. WoopHOUSE. JoserH SPARKES. 
J. SMITH. 


London, December 9, 1784. 
| Read 
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Read 2 further Extra& from the fame Letter, beginning at Par. 4% 
of the fame, as follows: 


41. WE have great fatisfaction in communicating to you the 
following refolutions, which we came to on the 28th Otober, viz. 

‘* As peace and tranquillity are now perfectly eftablifhed through- 
‘* out India, and this Court being fenfible that this happy event 


<« has been principally owing to the able and very fpirited exertions. 


¢ 


of our Governor General, and of our Supreme Council,” 

‘¢ Refolved unanimoufly, That the thanks of this Court be con- 
‘* veyed to Warren Haftings, Efq. for his firm, unwearied, and fuc- 
‘** cefsful endeavours in précuring the late peace with the feveral 
‘* powers in India.” 


Read from the fame Book the following Extract of a Letter from 
the fame to the fame, dated the 1oth March, 1785, beginning at 
Par. 2. of the fame Letter. 

Par. 2. Our Governor having in his letter of the 20th March, 
1783, fignified his earneft defire that we would nominate a fucceffor 
to the government of Bengal, we have accordingly appointed Lord 
Macartney as fucceffor to the government general; and having 
taken into confideration the long, faithful, and able fervices of 
Warren Haftings, Efq. we have unanimoufly refolved, that he be 


3 permitted 
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permitted to refign the government of Bengal, agrecably to his 
requeft»contained in the above letter. 


(Signed at the end of the letter) 


NATH. SMITH. THOMAS PARRY. 
W.Devaynes. GrorGe TATEM. 
L. SULLIVAN. James MorratTr. 
J. Smita’ Joun Morreuvx. 
J. Woopnouse. Hucu ING Is. 
Joun Micure. Joseru SpaRKES. 


Joun Mansuip, R. HALL. 
W. Bens Ley. T. BARING. 
London, 


March 10, 1785. 


Read the following Extra from a feparate Paper above produced, 
and delivered in by the Witnefs. 


At a Court of Dircttors held on Tucfday, Sfune 28, 1785. 
° 

THE Court being informed that Warren Haftings, Efq. late 
Governor General of Bengal, was attending in order to be tmtro- 
duced to the Court, 

It was moved, and, on the queftion, 

Refolved, That the chairman be directed, in the name of the Court, 
to congratulate Governor Hattings on his fafe arrival, and to return 


5B2 him 
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him the thanks of this Court for the long, faithful, and able fervices 
he has rendered to the Company. u 
Mr. Hattings being then introduced, 
The chairman addreffed him to the purport of the above refolution: 
Mr. Haftings expreffed his happinefs in having his uniform en- 
deavours to promote the Company’s intereft thus amply rewarded by 
the diftinguifhed honour now conferred on him, and then withdrew. 


CONGRA- 
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CONGRATULATORY ADDRESSES 


BEN ARE S, 





THE following addrefles of congratulation from the principal 
inhabitants of the city of Benares, were fent through the channel of 
the government of Befigal to the Court of Directors, and tran{mitted 
by their orders to Mr. Haftings, with a letter from their fecretary, 
dated the 19th of December, 1796; at which time the greateft part 
of the preceding fheets had been printed. This will account for 
their being inferted out of their proper order. 

The original addrefles are written, the firft in the Perfian language, 
and the other two in the Sanfcritt.«—The official tranflation is given 
of the firft of thefe: but the two laft having been firft rendered, by 
a very free tranflation, into Perfian, and from that into Englifh, 
Mr. Haftings has therefore again had recourfe to his very learned and 
ingenious friend, Mr. Wilkins, for more correct and literal tranfla- 
tions of them, which are now fubftituted for the official copies. 


Tranflation 
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Tranflation of an Addrefs from feveral “Inhabitants of the €ity of 
Benarcs to WARREN Mastincs, E/g. Se. Sc. (Eaftern ee, 
late Governor General of Bengal. 


HoNovuRABLE Sir, 

WE the ryots, vaffals, merchants, and trade{men, and others, of 
different defcriptions, both Hindoos and Muffulmans, inhabitants of 
the city of Benares, deemed it incumbent on us, on a former occa- 
fion, to tranfmit you an addrefs under our feveral feals and fignatures, 
fetting forth our juft fenfe of the comtorts which all claffes of the 
people enjoyed during the period that this city, together with the 
whole of the Honourable Cémpany’s dominions, were fubject to 
your authority and controul; that your mind was wholly bent on 
{upporting the honour and reputation of every individual agreeably to 
his rank and fituation in life ; on preferving the religion of cach par- 
ticular fect, and protecting them in the enjoyment of their refpective 
cuftoms; on rendering juftice to the oppreffed, and aflifting thofe 
who were in diftrefs; on exalting the chicfs of the provinces and 
cities, whether rcfidents or ftrangers, and taking compaffion on the 
inhabitants of {mall villages, both rich and poor; on founding 
colleges for the advancement of learning, and erecting places of 
worfhip.—We have now received the joyful tidings of the trial that 
was depending in the High Court of Parliament having been brought 
to an equitable decifion, and of the fufpicion which originally dwelt 
in the breafts of the court having been totally removed: from which 
it is evident, that juftice diftinguifhes between right and wrong. 


Wotwithftanding the trial has been of long duration, you have never- 
thelefs 
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thelefs (placing your truft in Heaven, and the juftne/: of your 
caufe)e inftead of being defreffed, fupported all the inconvenience 
and diftrefs of it with the greateft fortitude and magnanimity ; and by 
God’s mercy juftice has at length prevailed. It undoubtedly behoves 
men in exalted fituations to conduct themfelves in the hour of trouble 
with fimilar firmnefs and refolution. It is an univerfal maxim, that 
pain is fucceeded by pleafure, and darknefs by light; and praife be 
to God, who has caufed all kind of fufpicion to be removed from 
the minds of the judges. We can only attribute this to your good- 
nefs and forbearance, and truft in God. This favourable decifion has 
not only reflected honour on your character, but has fpread the 
fame of the juftice and dignity of the Britifh Parliament far and near. 

May the fame which you have eftablifhed on this occafion, 
Honourable Sir, be the fource of eternal happinefs both to yourfelf 
and all your friendg, After thefe our congratulations, we offer up 
our prayers, that the Almighty may ever prefeave you to adorn the 
feat of profperity and power, according to the earneft defire of your 


faithful well-wifhers and adherents. 


Rajah Oodcetnarain. Mahommed Ally Khan. 
Surrubjcet Sing. e Cullub Ally Khan. 

Nuffer Udeen Ally Khan. Mirza Mahommed Sauduk. 
Gholaum Huffein. ° Bauboo Roop Syngh. 

Meer Abdool Ally. Bauboo Ouffan Syngh. 
Meer Gholaum Ally. Gholaum Hyder. 

Seyud Naffer Mahommed Khan. Cauzce ‘Tuckee Ally Khan. 
Seyud Abdoollah. Fuzl Ally Khan. 

Seyud Mahommed Bauker. Mehdy Ally Khan. 


Rameftur 


Ramefur Sing. 


Gholaum Nuckbund Khan. 


Meer Ally. 
Sheonarain Sing. 
Ram Budder Pundit. 
Hurry Budder Pundit. 
Sheneperfun Sing. 
Hady Ally Khan. 
Juggut Sing. 

Afhur Ally Khan. 
Jaffer Beig. 

Abool Huffein. 
Bifhun Sing. 

Bifhun Chund. 
Bifhun Chund, 2d. 
Sook Laul. 

Hoffeiny Ally Khan. 
Behadre Sing. 
Rujub Ally. 
Kifhwar Ram. 
Nund Laul. 

Sunmut Ram. 


‘ 


Rummon Lal. 
Dulput Roy. 
Futteh Ally. 
Kifhen Chund. 
Rahut Ally. 

Efhk Oollah Khan. 
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Huffein Mahommed, 

Shaikh Huffein Ally. . 

Ally Ahmed Khan. 

Yaud Mahommed. 

Seyud Jummecyut Ally. 

Bifmellah. 

Ikram Mahommed, 

Bauboo Khan. 

Doorga Dofs. 

Futtch Ally. 

Hurdutt Sing. 

Soobhaun Khan. 

Shaikh Mahommed Nader. 

Rehm Uddeen. 

Jan Mahommed. 

Futteh Khan. 

Peer Bukth. 

Affed Oollah Khan. 

Shaikh Hiffaum Uddeen. 

Hubbeeb Khan. 

Bauboo Khan. 

Deen Dial. 

Rehin Ally. 

Ally Ahmed Khan. 

Aliverdy. 

Imaum Uddeen. 

Diaram. 

Huffein Khan. | 
Bundhoo 


Bundhoo Sing. 
Shaikh Monowur Ally. 
Futteh Sing. 

Duttoo Sing. 
‘Moofeh Khan. 
Enayuh Mahommed. 
Shaikh Peer Mahommed. 
Neamut Khan. 
Afmut Aollah. 

Lal Khan. . 
Gholaum Nubbee, 
Calch Khan. 

Golaub Khan. 

Lal Mahommed. 
Mirza Afhoor Beg. 
Ahmud Ally. 

Khoda Bukfh. 
Ahmed Ally. 

Ikram Khan. 
Mutherif Ally. 
Kooderut Ally. 
Mahommed Hoffein, 
Mahommed Ally. 


ShaikhreMahommed Nawaz. 


Abdul Wahed. 
Moraud Ally. 
Huffein Ally. 
Commer Ally.. 


ts 
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Mahommed Ewuz. 
Khyr Uddein. 
Mahommed Ally Khan. 
Ramzan Ally Khan. 
Sujah Ally Khan. 
Shaikh Calao. 
‘Amanut Ally. 
Dhaun Sing. 

Ram Jeeawan. 
Ramperfaud. 
Gholaum Huffein. 
Huffein Beig. 
Rehmaun Khan. 
Sheo Lall. 

Fuzl Ally Khan. 
Rooftum Khan. 
Raotee Ram. 
Dunnoo Huffainee. 
Muckoo. 

Wauris Ally. 


* Imaum Bukth. 


Ram Jeeawun. 
Bhowun Sing, © 
Jurawun Sing. 
Lotoo Sing. 

Chain Sing. 
Mahommed A fhrif. 
Ghauzunder Khan. 


P Cc Sufder 


( 


Sufder Ally, 
Mozaffer Ally. 
Waris Ally Khan. 


Alladaud Mahommed. 


Azoodha Perfaud. 
Ramjun Sing. 
Wares Ally Khan. 
Derfhun Sing. 
Nourung Sing. 
Ballee Sing. 
Audhan Sing. 
Moty Ram. 
Shewperfaud. 
Jeffwunt Sing. 
Ram Sing. 

Fyz Oolah. 
Tuckee Ally Khan. 
Ghous Mahommced. 
Affud Ally. 

Boo Ally Khan. 
Deenoo Sing. 
Rehm Oollah. 


Mooraud Mahommed. 


Deen Mahommed. 

Mahommed Rezza. 

Aman Ullah. . 

Abd Ullah. 

Shaikh Mahommed. 
x 
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Shaikh Jar Oollah, 
Mahommed Umyad. 
Kurreem Oollah. 
Mahommed Ally. 
Mahommed Zumma. 


Gholaum Mahommed. 


Jan Mahommed. 
Hufhmut Oollah. 
Kader Buktfh. 
Uzeez Ullah. 
Imaum Reza. 
Mahommed Aflum. 


Mahommed Ally Khan. 


Mahommed Azeem. 
Currum Ally Khan. 


Mahommed Punnah. — 


Rujyjub Ally. 
Behadre Sing. 
Mahtob Roy. 
Dherum Chund. 
Kurramat Khan. 
Abdul Nubbee. 
Nonidram. 


Shaikh Peer Mahommed. ~ 


_ Lal Mahommed. 


Meer Ferzund Ally. 
Munnoo Lal. 7 
Foujdaur Khan. 


Bade] 


Badel Khan. 
Bifhen Perfhaud. 
Shew Dial Sing. 


Gofhaine Meynpooree. 


Amur Geer Gofhein. 
Soobhaun Ally. 
Rofhun Ally. 
Jankey Sing. 

Ram Sing. 
Dammodur Dofs. 
Dutt Ram. 

Churn Geer. 
Mirza Hyder Ally. 
Luchman. 

Biffun Chund. 
Zorawur Ally. 
Munnee Ram. 
Narrain Sing. 
Rofhun Sing. 
Byjenaut Miffer. 
Chunchal. 

Khyrat Ally. 
Manikchund Miffer. 
Heera Geer. 
Balkifhen. 

Fuker Chund. — 
Peer Bukth. 
Khofal Miffre. 


( 
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Mirza Afud Ally. 
Bheekun Miffer. 
Beny RAm. 

Kertah Sing. 
Bowanny Saw. 
Ram Ghoreeb. 
Goneifh Ram Mitre. 
Saheb Ram. 

Meer Rehm Ally. 
Doorga Dutt. 
Fatimah Beebee. 
Beekum Geer. 
Putfotum Bukth. 
Omanauth. 
Jaggernaut. 

Mirza Akbar Ally. 
Perfaram Sing. 
Roop Sing. 

Faker Chund. 
Gunga Perfhaud. 
*"Mahommed Azeem. 
Soobahoo Dols. 
Monohur Dofs. 
Hoffein Ally. 
Abhyram. 

~ Raj Sing. 
~ Moolchund. 
Sheo Churn. 


5C 2 . Dial 


Dial Sing. 

Mahommed Moneer. 
Ramperfhaud. | 
Jagernauth. 

Sadhaw Ram. 
Goneifh Miffre. 
Goman Sing. 
Gungaram. 
Hurnarain. 

Unjoor Sing. 

Toorah Bauz Khan. 
Gholaum Mahommed. 
Nujeif Ally. 
Bhyroonaut. 

Sooklal. 

Abdool Nubbee Khan. 
Bhowanny Sahaee. 

Nouned Roy. 

Huffain Ally. 

Ghinnoo Sing. | 
Nyan Sook. 
Huffain Ally. | 
Manick Chund. 

Brijlal Sing. 

Namdar Khan. 

Bukfram. 

Omaid Sing. 

Taike Chund Sing. | 


t 
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Khoda Bukfh. 

Shaikh Durgahee. 

Ghous Khan. 

Ramperfhaud. 

Sulymaun Sing. 

Kurreen Sing. 

Deen Mahommed Khan. 

Deen Dial. 

Poordib Khan. 

Shaikh Gholaum Ally. 

Afreh Sing. 

Nuncoo Sing. 

Buftee Ram. 

Hinga Khan. 

Jaoo Sing. 

Chobah Sing. 

Shaikh Bifharut Oollah. 

Futteh Sing. 

Mahommed Akel. 

Jan Mahommed. 

Jokoo Sing. ° 

Duffoo Sing. 

Doolaur Sing. © 

Puttun Sing. 

Sheolal Sing. 

Bhowanny Shaiwuk. 

Jhuggut Sing. 

Bheekoo Sing. 
Hoollofs. 


Hoollofs Sing. 
Fukkeer Bukth. 
Shetab Sing. 
‘Mowazzum Sing. 
Durfun Sing. 
Daiby Sahaee. 

Sheo Raj Sing. - 
‘Bufty Ram. ; 
Hur Lal Sing. 
Nuncoo Sing. - 
Murdun Sing. 
Bifhen Dutt Sing. . 
Rambukfh Sing. 
Cheyte Sing. 
Bitchuk Ram. 7 
Chooramun. 


* Cafhmeery Mul. 
Gowaul Dofs and 
Brejmohun Dofs 
Rajah Butchrauz and 


Bauboo Bifhefhur Dofs. 


Brijrauwun Dofs and 
Coomun Dofs. 
Mohun Dofs and 
Ram Dofs. 


‘ 


} 


_ 


j 


j 
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Bitcheek Sing. 
Shaikh Jeeun. | 
Firmaun Sing. 
Byaram. 

Sheo Deen Sing. 


Bhowanny Perfhaud. © 


Imam Bukth. 
Bulloo Sing. 
Sheo Churn. 
Sher Khan. 
Goolzaur Sing. 
Nahal Sing. 


~eChain Sookh. 


Munna Sing. 
Afreh Sing. 
Noor Mahommed. 


Urjun Jee and 
Nauth Jee. 
Goculchund and 


‘Govind Chund. 


Futteh Chund Sraff, 


' Comlaput, and 


Sheo Dofs. 
Khaik See and 
Tillock See. 


ee 


# All the preceding names are ftamped on the original addrefs with feals ; thofe 


which follow are all written. 


Tillock 


Tillock See and 
Ameer See. 
Cafhenawth and 
Nundram. 
Balchund and | 
Tillock Chund. 
Dial Dofs and 
Daifa Miffre. 
Juddooram and 
Hurry Sing. 
Nyaun Sookh and 
Lal Jee. 

Madho Dofs and 
Neratum Dofs. 


Oodhi Kurreen Dofs,. 


Sheo Bukth, and 
Kefho Dofs. 
Daiby Saha Miffre. 
Doolum Dofs and 
Nerotum Dofs. 
Jadoo Roy and 
Mohun Lal. 
Ram Dofs and 
Luchmun Dofs. 
Brijbafhee Mull. 
Ram Dofs and 
Doolum Dofs, 


a en es en eee 
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Pemenarain and | 
Bholaunauth. 
Kifhen Lal and 
Ram Dofs. 

Bal Govind. 
Gopaul Dofs. 
Mohun Lal and 
Noneed Roy. | 
Neclput Roy. 
Buckamul and 
Bhunfee Dhur. 
Pheakoo Dofs. 

Sree Kifhen. 
Luckmun Dofs. 
Brij Bhookun Dofs. 
Chotoo Lal. 
Jeewun Dofs and 
Hurjee Mull. 
Muddun Gopaul and 
Punjab Roy. 


Bauboo Gungaperfhaud and 


Mohun Lal. 
Myaram and 
Lal Chund. 

Setaram and - 


Gopaul Dofs. 


lat 
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Lal Jee and ° Byjenauth Jee Kutkee. 
Zowky Lal, j Bulwynt Rao. 
Daiby Dofs and Govind Rao. 
Ram Diaul. } Ankre, figned by 
Madajee and Oonkut Rao and 
Govind Jee. } ¢ Paroo Rung. 
Sadha Sheo Jee. Rifhoo Dofs and 
Govind Jee Bankré, } Purma Dofs. } 
Ragoonaut. | Lutchmun and 
Sewojee Cangré. Chintamun. } 
Hurperfhaud and 
Madha Ram. } ° 
(A true Tranflation. ) 
(Signed ) J. LUMSDEN, 
Agent to the Governor General. 
(A true Copy) C. SHAKESPEAR, 


Sub. Secretary to the Government. 


Tranflation of an Addrefs from other Inhabitants of Benares, 
by Mr. Wg Lxtns. 

WE, a number of people of different cafts, inhabitants of the 
profperous city of Benares,* humbly addrefs you, the illuftrious 
Nawab, Amadadowlah, Haftings, Behadar. When the government 
of the provinces of Benares, Bengal, Bahar, and other countries 
was under your aufpicies, people of all defcriptions, both high and 
low, performed the duties of their feveral callings in peace and hap- 
pinefs. The fame attention was paid to the humble as to thofe of 
rank ; law was put in force againft the lawlefs ; commiferation was. 

| fhewn: 
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fhewn for the diftrefled ; their ancient and lawful honours were duly 
preferved to the inhabitants 3 and proper refpect was paid to both 
natives and ftrangers. Jn order to make known fuch eminent vir- 
tues, we once upon a former occafion tranfmitted our gladly fub- 
fcribed addrefs. And now what joyful tidings are become the 
objcét of every ear! The caufe of. your illuftrious perfon, which was 
trying in the court of juftioe, called the Parliament, has been decided 
according to law in that affembly ; and all the fufpicions which were 
entertained againft you by others have been entirely done away. 
Although fo much time had been fpent in your trial, 'yet being 
endued by the Almighty with the ftrength and ftability of a moun- 
tain, depending on the firmnefs of your difpofition, and trufting to 
the merits of your actions, infupportable as were your misfortunes, 
they never penetrated into your mind. ‘The caufe has been decided 
in the affembly, by the pleafure of the Almighty, according to juttice. 
It is the peculiar diftinction of grcat men not to lofe their courage 
in the time of misfortune. It is evident to the -underftanding of 
every man, that pleafure fucceeds pain ; that where there is darknefs, 
at another time there is light: thus, through the mercy of the 
Almighty, have been deftroyed the foul fufpicions which had entered 
the minds of thofe great men, and this caufe has been finaliy deter- 
mined according to the merits of your former actions. The fame and. 
abundant glory of the juft decifion which thofe great men have made 
according to your good actions, have extended far and mar. The 
man whcile actions are of good report has all mankind for his well- 
wifhers. Thus we pray that happinéfs may attend upon your good 
actions ; and may the Almighty always preferve you in honour and 
refpect | | 

| This 
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This writing is dated the 7th of the light fortnight of the moon of 
Phalgocna, in.the year 1852 of the Samvat. 


The Scals and Srenaturcs to this Addrefs. 


Kafee-natha, profeffor of general knowledge, ornament of logic, 





a5 and, among Panditas, called the chief of fcience. 
eal. 


Rama-chandra Sarma, /urnamed Tara, 








Veedya-nanda Sarma, /urnamed Bhatta. 
Ganga-rama Sarma.. 

Seeva-prafada Sarma. 
Anoopa-narayana Déva Sarma. 
Salagrama Treepatthce. 

Reefhee-raja Meefra.. . 

Deckfheeta Haree-rama Sarma. 
Sooka-déva, aftronomer. 

Manoo-jee Jofee. 

Deckfheeta Doorlabha-jce. 
Rama-parfada Sarma. 
Lakfhmee-patee, aftronomer.. 
Kafee-natha, Treepatthee.. 
Krifhnananda Sarma.. 
Soodha-kara Sarma, furnamed Tiara.. 
Dhana-patee Sarma. . 

Mano-ratha Sarma. 

Kévala-rama Sarma.. : 
Soodha-kara Sarma, /urnamed Tara. 


KévaJa-rama Meefra. . 
5 D Deekfheeta 
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Deekfheeta Jata Sankara, profeffor of the Rik-véda. 
Sookla-markandayéf{wara, profeffor of the SAama-véda. ‘¢ 
Krifhna-deekfheeta Déva Sarma. 
Haree-déva Sarma. 
Doorga-charna Sarma. 
Heera-manee Sarma. . 
Veeréfwara Sarma, /urnamed Sétha. 
Jaya-rama Sarma, /urnamed Bhata-vada. 


Gowree-prafada Sarma. 
Fd 


* 
| four names inthe Malabar character not known. 


e 
oe : 

Jaya-rama Bhattha, profeffor of the Yajoora-véda. 
Mownee-raja, profeffor of the Atharva-véda. 
Bhyrava-chandra Sarma. 

Sambhoo-natha Sarmii. 

Ramananda Sarma. 

Ramé{wara-bhattha Gahwara, 

Goveenda-bhattha. 

Manee Sarma. 

Babanoo Sarma. 

Chéta Sarma. 


WE, 
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An Mddrefs from the principal Hindoo Inhabitants of Benares, 


, 
WE, a number of your induftrious fervants, Brahmans and other 
Hindoos, Muffulmans* and other foreigners, whofe conftant re- 
fidence is here on the delightful, beautiful, and for ever full- 
flowing ftream; where, by conquering fundry evils, we are become 
pure, and where we enjoy at eafe abundant happinefs owing from 
the profits derived from our feveral exertions, humbly addrefs you, the 
illuftrious Navob Amaduddowlah, Governor Haflings Bahadur, 
Jaladat Jang,+ 
| by whofe 
prefervation of our honours, we live refpected in the full enjoyment 
of our feveral ranks in fociety ; and without derogating from whofe 
merits, we are reminded of the government of ancient princes, when 
we behold the vaft increafe of wealth and profperity throughout the 
whole country.—But, hark! what means this roaring of voices in the 


ocean of every virtue? + The moon of praife and victorious renown, 


* There do not appear any Muffulman fignatures to this addrefs. It was probably 
intended to be figned by them, but was afterwards fuund unneceflary, they having fub- 
fcribed a feparate addrefs for themfelves. Ig is worthy of obfervation that the original 
word is Yavana, by which, in books more ancient than the time of Mahommed, they 
feem to denote a nation far to the weftward of the Indus. The Perfians call Greece 
Yunan, from fonta; and it is probablé the Hindoo term, though now applied to the Per- 
fians and other Muilulmans, was formerly confined to the Greeks. 


+ The fentence which fhould occupy this blank fpace, is merely defcriptive of the 
rank and office of the perfon to whom it isapplicd. As it is expreffed in a ftyle of figu- 
rative allufion, which bears no analogy to any other fpecies of oriental compofition,. 
and might be liable to ridicule, if this book were at any time to fall into faftidious. 
hands, it is therefore omitted, the fenfe of the context being complete, and more intel.. 
ligible, without it. 


+ By the ocean of every virtue is meant the upper ranks in fociety. 


5D 2 afhamed. 
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afhamed of the wantonnefs of the impotent, fhineth forth in great 
fplendour through the purifying inveftigation of your adminiftration 
of affairs, in the royal hall of juftice, fpreading a bright mantle over 
the dark fufpicions of malverfation! Wherefore this day our hearts, 
filled with the fupremeft fenfe of joy, unite in meditation for your 


happinefs : and what more is neceffary ? 


(VERSE.) 
*°O Chief! the merit which is derived from well-governing the 
** people will extend thy future happinefs to eternity. O may 
‘« thy days endure until the diffolution of all things, with honour 


}> 


“© and-glory upon the earth | 


(v ERSE.) 
While the bufinefs was yet in agitation, our,gladly fubfcribed addrefs 
was laid before the, &c. !* 

Now, again, having 
heard the fame of his glorious ‘victory, moft pleafing to every ear, 
the gods on earth, (Brahmans) and others, prefent their congra- 
tulations in this written chaplet of fweet-fcented flowers. 

Dated Friday, the feventh of the light fortnight of the month of 
Vifakha, in the year 18 53 of the Samvat. 


The Signatures to this Addre/s. 
‘Seal of Haree Bhadra Pandeeta. 
Seal of Veefwambhara Secva Bhadra. 
Seal of Rama Bhadra Pandeeta. 


* This fentence in the original is almoft in terms the fame as that to which the pre- 
ceding note refers, and is for the fame reafon omitted, 


{ PROSE.) 
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© (PROSE.) 
The bleffings of Riniacchandes. furnamed Kotakara, be upon the 
virtuous purpofes of the Haftings Le 
Dadam Bhatta Sarma, furnamed Bhatta, wifhes Mr. Hatt- 


ings conftant happinefs ! 
May the bleffings of Séfha Haree Rama Panta for cver be upon 
Haftings, fkilled in the ordinances of virtue ! 

Neela Kanta Sarma, furnamed Rajeem Bhatta, conftantly offers up 

prayers for the general profperity of, &c.! 
(VERSE.) 

O that the good bleflings of Haree Rama Sarma, cherifhed by 
the Lord of the Univerfe, may long fpread their influence over 
the head o¥. &c.! . 

The bleffings of the regenerate Mahée Dhara be upon 
Haftings, beftower of happinefs, proficient in the true intent and 
purpofe of the ordinances of juftice, and ftedfaft in the ways of 
virtue | 

Poonya Stambha Mookoonda hath beftowed at Kafee a glorious 
number of bleflings upon, &c.]  .-. 

Seeva Rama, called Dafa Pootra, hath fung the hymn of viétory to 
the god of fate, for, &c.\ 

May the good fruits of the bleffings of Vénece Agra Rama Dafa 
Pootra for ever be upon the head of Haftings, &c.! 


* In this, and all the following {ubfcriptions, the name of Haftings invariably 
recurs, with an epithet of honour annexed to it. Thefe epithets, confidered as ex -~ 
pletiyes, or if capable of being underitood in a literal fenfe, certainly not proper to 
appear in a work of which he is himfelf the editor, are therefore omitted. 


(PROSE.). 
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(PROSE.) 


Raja Rama Sarma, furnamed Jatthee, congratulates the ‘Haft. 
ings with conftant bleflings ! 


(VERSE.) 
The innumerable good wifhes of the Vafoo-déva Goorjaras, of Kafee 
are conftantly offered for the profperity of, &c. ! 


(PROSE.) 
The bleffings of Mookoonda Déva be upon, &c.! | 
The blefflings of Lakfhmana Pandeeta, furnamed Dafapootra, are 
offered for, &c. ! 


(VERSE.) 
Lakthmana Sarma, furnamed Bandhava-kara, offers prayers for 
the, &c.! The reft a play upon words. | 
The bleflings of Jagannatha Sarma be upon the axis of juftice, the 
Haftings! Prayers arc conftantly offered up to. 
the great God for his profperity; it is even by the force of love for 
that great man that we here chant his happinefs ! 


_(PROSE.) 
The abundant bleffings ef Veefwa Roopa Nathoo Bhattha be upon 
&c.! The reft a play upon words. 
May the numerous bleflings of Kripa Krifhna Sarma (among thofe 
whofe refidence is in the chief city of * Veefwéf{wara, furnamed 


Yajneeka), with a daily increafe of fortunate events, reach 


the, &c..!. 


* Literally, the god. of nature, one of the epithets of Seeva, whais the tutelary deity 
of Benares.. 


Bacham: 
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Bacham Bhattha Sarma, furnamed Mownee, conftantly wifhes the 
e Haftings every kif of profperity ! 


(VERSE.) 

The abundant and eternal bleffings of the aftrologer Jaya Rama be 

upon the “= Haftings, fully endued with magnanimity, and all 
the other virtues ! : 

May the bleffings of the regenerate Nanha, furnamed Goorjjara, be 

for ever upon, &c.! And may the Divinity, whofe refidence is 

Kafec, the feat of every kind of happinefs, and on whofe diadem 


is the fnoon, preferve him | 


(PROSE.) 

May the bleffings of Vakfha Yadavg reach, &c. ! 

Toondha Raja Deekfheeta prefents congratulations to, &c. ! 

The bleffings of Bhirava Deektheeta, furnamed Palanétakara, be 
upon, &c.! 

May the bleffings of Narayana Bhattha, furnamed Powranecka, be 
upon, &c. ! 

May the bleffings of Cheenta Mance, furnamed Kaarlakara, bc 

upon, &c.! 

The bleffings of Rama KrifhnaeNapata be upon, &c. ! 

The bleffings of Bhirava Bhattha, furnamed Ghoola, be upon the 

Haftings, txperienced in the ordinances of moral 

conduct ! 

May the bleffings of Bala Krifhna Deekfheeta, furnamed Ayiachceta, 
extend to, &c.! . 

Sakha Rama Bhattha, furnamed Laghatya, fends bleffings to 


the, &c.! 
May 
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May the bleffings of Seeva Rama Bhattha, furnamed Katree, be upon 
the Haftings, the chief jewel of the crown |! 

May the bleflings of Ganga Rama Bhattha, furnamed Moghee,. 
reach, &c. ! | 

May the bleffings offered by Yajnéfwara, approach, &c.! 

May the bleffings of Rama Krifhna Deckfheeta be upon, &c.! 

May a ftore of bleffings from Bhiraya Deekfheeta, furnamed Teelaka, . 
be upon Haftings ' 

May the plenteous bleffings of Jaggannatha be upon, &c. ! 


(VERSE.) 

Let the bleffings of Sada Secva Sarma, furnamed Ambhonakara,. 
reach the Haftings ; and°O may the twelve-cyed god, 
offspring of the mountain-bofn mother, or elfe that offspring of 
the mountain-born mother, who is diftinguiflved by the half of 
half twelve eyes, protect and’ preferve thee |* 


(VERSE.), : 
May the abundant good wifhes of Rama Chandra Panta Sarma reach 
the Haftings, a jewel worthy a place in the diadems of 


all the kings of the earth ; and O may the God, on whofe forehead. 
is the infant moon, the univerfal Lord, the fea of mercy, whofe 


manfion is in the garden of blifs, protect and preferve thee! 


(PROSE.) 
Abundant blefflings from Raja Rama, furnamed Ardha Mana, be 
upon, &c. |! 


* Karteeka and Ganefa(Mars and Janus), perfonifications of Courage and Prudence, 
the offsprings.of Seeva and Paryatee. 


(VERSE. } 
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: " (verse. 

O may the bleffings of Valam Bhattha, of the race of Bharadwaja, 
which grant his every wifh, reach, &c.! 

Hadft thou obtained the government of the whole earth, the happy 
people would have béen made glad in Kafce, and in pious prayers 
have fung, ‘‘ May his reign be profperous!” O Haftings, may 
the peaceful bleflings prepared by Veefwaroopa, furnamed Dhoon- 
dee, be upon thee, thou cherifher of virtue ! 

Krifhna Bhattha, having heard the glad tidings of the fame acquired 
on thofe fhores which are furrounded by the ocean by the 
Haftings, fends him greetings of victory ! 


(PROSE.) 
May the prayers and bleffings of Anta Rama, furnamed Pata-vard- 
hana, be fully effective on, &c.! 


(VERSE. ) 
May the bleffings and congratulations of Bala Mookoonda long 
continue with, &c. ! 


(PROSE.) 
May the abundant bleffings of Bhawnee Sankara Sarma, furnamed 
Thakoora, his conftant well-wither, for ever be effective on the 
Haftings, &c. [The reft a play upon the word Hattings, 
which ~_ write Ecfhteen. 


sk (VERSE,) 
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(vERSE.) 
The conftant bleffings of peace of Tietats Janakee Natha Sarma 
be upon, &c,! 
May heaps of bleffings reach the Haftings, cherifher 


of the rights of the poor, from Seeva Lala ! 


( PROSE.) 
May the bleffings of Jagannatha be upon, &c. ! 


(VERSE. ) 

May the abundant bleffings of Rama Krifhna, furnamed Ghoolla, 
which are entirely due to nierit, and are as oceans of happinefs, 
fhine upon the Haftings, | [The 
reft obfcure. ] 


(PROsE.} 

The prayers and bleffings of Loka Natha Déva be upon,. &c. ! 

The congratulatory bleflings of a Brahman who is a worthy object of - 
the mercy of Veefwé{wara, the Lord of the Univerfe.. May the 
bleffings of Jagannatha Bhattha Marthee thine upon, &c..! 

_ The bleffings of Krifhna Bhattha Lalla be upon, &c. ! 

Numerous and perpetual bleflings, aad congratulations of fuccefs,. 
from Okabalaha Sarma to, &c.! 


(VERSE) | 
The good prayers of Sakha Rama, furnamed Tara, for ever at- 
tend, &c.! 
(PROSE.) 
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, (PROSE. ) 

May the many good wifhes offered by Manee Rama, furnamed 
Maha Janee, the fon of the aftronomer Raméfwara, be fulfilled 
for, &c. ! 

May the good bleffings of Cheentamanee Deekfheeta, ‘furnamed Kar- 
nataka, affect, &c.! 

Dhoodhee Raja Bhattha, yanaened Pharaka, fends good bleffings 
to, &c.! 

May the good prayers of Jagannatha, furnamed Ghoola, fhine 
upon, &e. | 

The good wifhes of Bapoo Deekfheeta, furnamed Drona, attend 
the, &c. ! , 

Rama Chandra Déva fends his good withes to, &c. ! 

May the good wifhes of Bhafkara Bhattha, furnamed Laghata, be 
propitious on, &c. |! 

(VERSE.) 

May the good wifhes, abundantly offered up by Sree Neevafa Pathaka, 
the fon of the aftrologer Paramananda, affect him ! 

By the pleafure of Veefwa Natha, may treafures of good wifhes be 
the prize of victory to the Haftings, fovereign of the land 
of truth! " : 

,(PROSE.) 

The eternal good wifhes of Maha Déva Deva, be for, &c.! 

May heaps of the moft perfect bleffings fhine upon the 
Haftings from Seeva Bhadra Pathaka! 

May a heap of bleffings from Seeva Rama Ghofa, made happy by 
the news of the glory of his acquired fame, fhine forth in fplendor 


upon, &c.! 
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May the abundant bleflings of Adeetya Rama, Pataka of KAfee, 
daily increafe upon the Maha Raja who is called Haftings! 
May innumerable bleffings of Vyafa Veenayaka, of the garden of 
delight (Banaris) fhine upon the head of the, &c. ! 


(VERSE.) | 
O may that Haftings, during whofe government the Kalee 
was of the meafure of the Krita Yooga (the golden age returned), 
for ever prove victorious when tried by the nobles of the land! 
Radha Charana, of the court of juftice eftablifhed in the city of 
Varanafee (Banaris) prays to the Lord of the Univerfe for the 
profperity of that great man ! | 


The remaining fignatures, between ninety and a hundred, con- 
taining nothing but mere names, are here omitted. 





After the preceding Documents were tranfmitted to Mr. Haftings, 
the following Papers were received from Bengal, andenclofed to him 
by the Secretary of the Court of Directors, by their Orders: 


Extract of Bengal public C onfultations, June 6, 1796. 
READ the following letter, and enclofures from the fenior judge 


of the Benares court of appeal and.circuit, in his capacity of agent 
to the Governor General. 


To 
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To the Honourable Sir Joun Suore, Bart. Governor General, &e. 
of Fort Wilham., 
HonovuraABLe SIR; 

HAVING. been folicited by many of the moft refpectable inha- 
bitants of the city of Benares to forward addreffes of congratulation 
from them to the Jate Governor Géneral, Mr. Haftings, on his ac- 
quittal from the charges preferred againft him by the Houfe of Com- 
mons, I have thought it my duty to receive the addrefles and tranf{mit 
them to you, that they may be fent to England the firft opportunity, 
if you fhould fee no objection to the meafure. They are three in 
number, one from the Rajah and the Bauboos of his family, and from 
the principal Muffulman and Hindeo inhabitants (merchants and 
others) of this city ; one from Cafhoonaut,, the head Pundit of the 
Paut Salla, or Hindoo college, and the other Pundits on that eftab- 
lifhment; and a third from the remaining Pundits, and other cre- 
_.ditable Hindoo inhabitants of Benares. 

The original addreffes will be forwarded under a feparate cover by 
this day’s poft, and tranflations of them are inclofed for your infor- 
mation. 

Left it fhould be fuppofed thdt any influence was ufed to procure 
thefe addreffes, I think it neceffary to explain particularly how far I 
was confulted on the fubjedt. I was firft informed that it was in- 
tended to addrefs Mr. Haftings by Biffumber Pundit, the agent of 
Rogogee Bhoofla, Rajah of Bherar, foon after the account of his 
acquittal was received at Benares, and I was folicited as the local 
agent on the part of government to forward the addrefs when: pre- 


pared. My anfwer was, that 1 fhould very readily fend it to you, 


whenever 
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whenever it might be delivered to me for that purpofe. I heard 
nothing more on the fubject for feveral‘months, nor until the ad- 
dreffes had been made out, and lay for fignature at Bifflumber Pundit’s 
houfe. At that time feveral of the principal inhabitants came to me, 
and told me that they were defirous of affixing their names to them, 
but wifhed, in the firft place, to learn whether I thought that govern- 
ment would have any objection to the meafure. On thefe occafions 
I invariably informed fuch as applied to me, that their figning or 
not depended entirely on their own option, and that they might be 
affured that this was a matter perfectly indifferent to government ; the 
addreffes were accordingly delivered to me a few days ago, in their 
prefent form. 

A letter from Biffumber Pundit to Mr. Haftings, which he 


reque{ts may accompany the addreffes, is fent under the fame cover 


with them. I have, &c. 
Benares, (Signed) J. LUMSDEN, 
May 28, 1796. Agent to the Governor General. 


RESOLVED, That copy of Mr. Lumfden’s letter, with copies 
of the addreffes from the inhabitants of Benares to Mr. Haftings, late 


Governor General, be forwarded to the Court of Directors by the 
next difpatch, | 


THE following letter from Lady, Dacre to Mr. Haftings was 
received, as its date indicates, on the morning of the day on which 
the Lords affembled, for the laft time, in Weftminfter Hall, to deliver 


their 
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their verdict on the trial. ‘The fame motive which induced the vir- 
tuous 4nd amiable writer of it to communicate to Mr. Haftings the 
very important information which it contained, has fince prevailed 
upon her to comply with his earneft requeft, that he might be per- 
mitted to render it more effectually fubfervient to the caufe of juftice,. 
which was its original object, by annexing it to this collection. 


SIR, 

JUSTICE to the unbounded confidence ever repofed in me by 
the moft deferving and truly lamented of hufbands demands my 
thus informing you, Sir, of his impartial and well-weighed fenti- 
ments in your favour. And, though I am confcious you can want no 
additional teftimonial of your merit to what your own heart juftly 
affords, {till I conceive that a mind like your’s will receive great fatis- 
faction from the knowlege of the deliberate and unbiaffed approbation 
of fo perfect a man, and fo virtuous a judge, as my beloved Lord 
certainly was. He was well acquainted with the hiftory of India ; 
had maturely confidered the whole period of your profperous admi- 
niftration in that country ; had diligently, and I might almoft add 
conftantly, attended the long trial; had, carefully read, in our happy. 
retirement in this place, every evidence and ‘every document offered. 
in Weftminfter Hall, previous to the laft feffions ; and I beg leave to. 
affure you, his opinion of your merit was increafed by each day’s ob- 
fervation of your conduct. 

He was particularly anxious to give his decifion upon the fubject ; 
and at our return from the laft day’s trial (but three days before. 
that fatal illnefs which deprived me of the tendereft of hufbands and 


deareft of friends, and, I think I may add, the world ofa very great: 
ornament, 
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ornament), he expreffed his fatisfaction that the trial was ended, and 
his anxious wifh to live to give you his firm and decided atquittal 
upon the whole of the charges. ‘To me he had often expreffed before 
his wifh upon the fubject : he repeated it that night. How much I 
feel, and how deeply I regret, that it is not in his pcwer to-morrow 
to fulfil it, the world can never know; but I hope to evince, as far 
as poffible, in this, as well as every other inftance, my trueft remem- 
brance of his fentiments, and my higheft gratitude for his affectionate 
and unlimited confidence; and to fhew, by every action of my 
mournful life, that the fame thoughts, and fentiments, and wifhes, 
ever prevailed in our united minds. 

With every fincere with for your long enjoyment of health, hap- 
pinefs, domeftic eafe, and that applaufe your conduét has fo highly 
deferved, 

Iam, Sir, 
Your obedient humble Servant, 
Lea, . M. I. DACRE. 
April 22, 1795. | 
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A PPENODI X 





By an inadvertence, the effects of which were not difcovered till 
the impreffion was too far advanced to admit of correction, the 
names which were fubfcribed to the addreffes from India, which 
are entered in pages 500, 503, and 546, were omitted. 

As this deficiency weuld have defeated one effential purpofe of 
the book, and left it without the neceffary marks which were to 
direct it in its deftination, thofe addrefles repeated, with the names 
refpectively appertaining to them, are here given in an Appendix. 


e ae : 
To the Honourable WARREN Hastincs, E/g. Governor General. 


SIR, 

WE, the Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta, impreffed with real 
concern at your departure from India, entreat your acceptance of 
this public tribute, in teftimony of our general fatisfaction in the 
whole tenor of your long adminiftration, and our Jafting fenfe of 
your many patriotic exertions. 

| 5 F | For 
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For a feries of years, we have uninterruptedly enjoyed, under your 
government, the bleflings of private comfort, and public trartquillity, 
and no one can recolle& a period wherein impartial juftice, political 
wifdom, and a liberal attention to the rights of individuals, were 
more cminently confpicuous. | ° 

We have fecn you in many of the moft critical fituations to which 
political life can be expofed ; in none of thefe have we perceived you 
to deviate from the dignity of your ftation, the integrity of your 
character, or the vigour of your public conduct: in every viciffitude 
you have been provident and collected ; and whilft you,have proved 
yourfelf invulnerable to infurrection, you have equally difplayed 
yourfelf fuperior to calumny. 

The grand outlines of thé connection by which this country is 
united to Great Britain have been, under your aufpices, precifely 
afcertained, and its continuance decifively fectired. The unwieldy 
fyftem of the double government has been reduced to order and fim- 
plicity. The adminiftration of civil and criminal juftice, inftead of 
a burden on individuals, or an engine of corruption, has under your 
prudent reformation become a blefling to ten millions of people. 
Arts have been uniformly patronifed. The channels of communi. 
cation between ourfelves and the natives have, by your liberal 
encouragements, been opened ; and our {cttlement has increafed toa 
degree of magnitude and fplendor, Shien evinces the wifdom of 
eyour meafures, and the mildnefs of your government. 

While the reft of India looked up to you alone for their preferva- 
tion from the diftractions of war and the defolations of famine, we 
have enjoyed an uninterrupted plenty and fecurity, bleffings which, 
while we continue to poffefs them, we fhall never ceafe to remember 

2 | were 
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were procured for us by yoy’. fpirited meafures, which have raifed 
upon tle moft folid bafis the fuperftructure of public happinefs. 

May that happinefs, and every other, be fecured to you during 
the remaining period of your life, which can arife from the poffeffion 
of unfullied virtue, and the confcioufnefs of unremitted labours for 
the good of fociety; and may you be bleft, on your return, with the 
brighteft reward a patriot mind can court, the applaufe of your fove- 
reign, and the gratitude of a country to which you have proved 
yourfelf fo illuftrious an ornament ! 

, We have the honour to be, 
Honourable Sir, 


Your moft obedient humble Servants, 


Calcutta, 
Feb. 1, 17865. 
Stephen Bayard. James Stark. 
Charles Chapman. 
David Anftruther. 
Walter Gowdie. 
Robert Mac Forlane. 


Charles Stuart. 
Jonathan Duncan. 
George Dallas. 
Edward Colebrooke. 


Samuel Watfon. 
George Williamfon. 
William Johnfon, 
Thomas Blanchard 
Charles Johnfton. 
William Larkins. 
D. H. M‘Dowall. 
R. Grindall. 


gs F 2 


} Chaplains. 


Thomas‘Graham. 

A. Hefilrige. 

A. A. Barbor. 

H. G. Honycomb. 

W. Wroughton. 

John Scott. 

J. Y. Bradford. 

J. Lumfden. 

Edward 


Edward ‘Tiretta. 
C. Croftes. 

James Robertfon. 
Claud Alexander. 
David Anderfon. 
Lewis Thomas. 
John Anderfon. 
C. Cockerell. 
Samuel Middleton. 


William Charles Alfton. 


Thomas Thomfon. 
John Moubray. 

F. Le Blanc. 

John Bebb. 

John Mall. 

R. C. Plowden. 
John Zeah Kiernander.- 
R. W. Kiernander. 
A. Montgomerie. 
T. Motte. 

V. Ivory. 

R. Goodlad. 

P. Touchet. _ 


Conftantino Parthenio.. - 


H. P. Forfter. 
John Miller. 

G. M. Kinderdine. 
Robert Morfe: 
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G. Foxcroft. 
J. Railowe. 
W. Paxton. 

W. Toone. 
John Fombelle.: 


G. Irving. 


G. Dowdefwell. 


Henry Pemberton. - 
B. Hartley. 

Angelo Ferramonde. 
C. Ranken. 

R. S. Perreau. 

S. R. Jackfon. 
Wm. Jackfon. 
Francis Gladwin. 
Alexander Lennox. 
William Mackintofh. 
R. Gillefpie. 

James Agg. 

A. Willand. 
Thomas Philpot. 

J.. Mc. Clary. 

W. Haverkam.. 

C. Oldfield. 

C. Benezet. 


‘William Smoult.. 


J. Peiarce. 
J. Evelyn. 
Dd.. Kil- 


Dd. Killican. 
Herbert Harris. 
Abraham Caldicott. 
Thomas Abraham. 
J. Macan. 

J. Cuming. 


Jofeph Yorke Kinloch. 


Robert Percival Pott. 
Alexander Carneggie. 
C.F. Brix. 

Jacob Blaquiere. 
John Reid. 

Francis Pierand. 
William Pawfon. 
Charles Wilkins. 
Francis Le Gros. 
R. Sherriff. 

T. Dafhwood. 

W. Bondfield. 

T. H. Davies. 
George Ruffel. 
Francis Rundell. 
Tilman Henckell. 
Edward Montagu. 
Thomas S. Brooke. 
G. Cruttenden. 
Fairfax Morefby. 
M. Corr. 
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A. Molony. 

John Burgh. 
Henry Lodge. 

W. B. Smith. 
Trevor Wheler. 

W. Luard. 

James Frufhard- 
Thomas Cowley. 
W. Dunkin. 

J. B. Smith. 

W. Camac. 
William Barton. 
» Simeon Droz. 
Henry Walter. 

J. Prinfep. 

John Hamilton. 
James Stark, jun. 
Francis Lherondell. 
Charles Bodham. 
F. Redfearn. 
"EF, Wilford. 

John Shore. : 
Alexander Wright. 
R. H. Colebrooke. 
John Rider. 

John Baird. 
Thomas Bainbridge. 
Andrew Gardiner. 

Wilh 


& 


William Sands. 
Robert Dawes. 
Henry Dawes. 
B. Fuller. 

W. Haverkam. 
N. Fontana. 
Thomas Yeats. 
Charles Allen. 
Robert Church. 
Charles Todd. 
Richard Auften. 
T. Yeats. 

John Cotton. 
Charles Meares. 
George Nefbit Thompfon. 
J. Gardner. 

Peter Bowers. 

Peter Speke. 

Francis Balfour. 

John Mordaunt. 

Clement Francis. 

Cudbert Thornhill. 

S. Toone. 

William Harding. 

W. M‘Gwire. 

George Elliott. 

George Forbes. 

James Forbes. 
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J. Macdonald. car 
Charles Child. — 6 
George Powny. 

A. E. Young. 

C. Barber. 

W. Johnfon. 


‘ P. Yonge. 


S. Hampton. 
Thomas J. Metcalfe. 
Jacob Rider. 

Robert Ireland. 


U. Browne. 


Alexander Denton. 
Henry Ackland. 

J. Hannay. 

W. Biair. 

A. W. Hearfey. 
D. Achterlony. 

J. Grant. 

William Rooke. 
«Charles Sealy. 
John Jones. 
Edmund Morris. 
George Wroughton. 
Henry Ramus. 

J. Monggouh. 
George Perry. 
Thomas Pigou. | 
. J. Bruere. 


J. Bruere. 

John Scrymgeour. 
B. W. Healy. 
John Ferguffon. 
John Bayne. . 

R. Uvedale. 

_ R. Kennaway. 
Henry Vaniittart. 
James Spottifwoode. 
H. Richarydfon. 
Alexander Colvin. 
B. Geraud. 

John Wood. 


William Tomkins. | 


C. Hamilton. 

D. Cuming. 

A. Seton. 
Thomas Brown. 

" B. Mafon. 

G. F. Cherry. 
John Cockerell. 
Nicholas Grueber. 
Jofeph Price. 
Robert Kyd. 
Thomas Shaw. 
Thomas. Whin gates. 
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R. Hannay. 
Stephen Bagfhaw. 
Thomas Law. 
George Wroughton. 
James Grant. 
George Burrington. 
John Wilfon. 

J. Humphry. 

J. L. Chauvet. 
Henry Colebrooke. 
W. K. Amhertft. 
Richard Scott. 
WW. Williams. 

Do. for T. Lee. 
N. B. Halhed. 

H. Brifco. 

H. Calcraft. 

M. Carnegie. 

J. Garftin. 
Thomas Phipps. 
W. Mercer. 
Robert Ord. 
Jonathan Scott. 
Andrew Young. 
George Craig. 
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To the Honourable W AaRREN Hastines, E/7. Governor General, &c, 
SIR, ig? 7 

WE, whofe names are hereunto fubfcribed, officers of the Bengal 
army, with profound refpeét, and moft perfect efteem, take the 
liberty of addrefling you on your departure from amongtt us. | 

Many of us as citizens have already figned the general addrefs, 
which was projected, prepared, and figned, in the fhort fpace of 
thirty hours, and prefented to you on the morning of your departure, 
with the fignature of near three hundred of the principal perfons of 
the fettlement, to which large additions have been fince made, and 
ftill are making. | 

But it was judged, that an adurefs from the officers of the army in 
their collective capacity, after you had left the fettlement, would 
more fully demonftrate to yourfelf, and to all the world, how very 
dear you were to them as foldiers, and afford them an opportunity of 
recording the caufes of their efteem, by a recital of the events which 
produced it. 

We all know, Sir, either by having feen it, or by having heard it 
from thofe who were on the fpot, that you have been very near thir- 
teen y€ars at the head of this fettlement: that you came to the chair 
as governor immediately after the moft dreadful calamity that ever | 
befel a people, and found the country much depopulated, the trea- 
fury empty, and a moft enormous debt contracted: that the plans 
which you fo judicioufly laid when governor, were afterwards 
carried into execution by the Governor General and Supreme 
Council, of which you have hitherto been the head, and effected a 
difcharge of the debt, filled the treafury with cafh, and reftored life 


and — 


( 78: ) 


and vigour to the country: that during this period the government 
was convulfed by jarring interefts and unufual oppofition ; but, ne- 
verthelefs, you maintained your poft with dignity to the ftate, with 
honour to yourfelf, and confufion to the enemics of our country : 
that the natives, taking the advantage of what try fuppofed a 
divided government, centered into a confederacy to deftroy the 
influence of the Englifh in India, and to fet up that of the Trench, 
who fecretly promoted the union, and afterward joined in league 
with them: that all thefe cfforts were baffled, and India preferved 
tous, by your firmnefs and the vigour of your government, from 
which an expedition, planned by yourfelf, was fent forth, and an 
army under General Goddard traverfed regions unknown from the 
Eaft to the Weft of India, and, in fpite of the difafters which befel 
thofe who were to co-operate, reached the coafts of Surat, and con- 
quered provinces from’ the powers at war with our nation. 

It is alfo well known, that, in the midft of this fcene of trouble, 
the French and Spaniards, and afterwards the Dutch, joined to 
attack us, and were aided by the late Hyder Ally, who, before the 
Dutch war, invaded the Carnatic, defeated the Englifh in battle, 
and reduced to his obedtence the whole of that country, except 
Madras and Vellore, and fome fevs paltry forts in the neighbourhood 
of the prefidency : that, wheh all men confidcred the {tate of the 
Carnatic to be defperate, you rofe to refcue them from impending 
ruin; and, though Bengal was threatencd with invafions, nobly 
refolved to meet the enemy at a diftance; you fent out two detach- 
ments, which gave ftrength and vigour to the army under Sir Lyre 
Coote, thereby faved the Britith poffeffions in that pat of India, 


and reduced the enemy to conclude an honourable peace without the 
5G {malleft 
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fmalleft lofs of territory: and, laftly, that the armies ferving at a 
diftance were paid, fed, clothed, and ‘armed, by the exertions and 
rcfources of your government. 

Thus, Sir, under your adminiftration, have the united efforts of 
our numerous and powerful enemies been fruftrated ; and India, by 
the conquefts there made from the European powers, has afforded 
the means of redeeming what the nation loft to them in every other 
part of the globe. 

We therefore entreat you to accept this juft and grateful tribute of 
our praifes, and our warmeft thanks for having opened the paths 
which led to glory, and afforded to the Bengal army the means of 
acquiring honour, and of being ferviceable to the ftate at large. 

Permit us now, Sir, to exprefs our feclings on your departure. 
Time, and the contemplation of your illuftrious actions, created an 
e{teem which is deeply rooted in our hearts ; and our forrow at lofing 
the man whom we confidered as the father of the fettlement is, as 
it ought to be, great and poignant ; we muft therefore feek for con- 
folation in our hopes that you are going to receive thofe honours and 
rewards which are due to fuperior merit; and with united voice-we 
pray that fuch may be the event. 


Ifaac Eaton, Major Commandant. James Collins, Lieutenant. 


J. Brifbane, Captain. James Clarke, Lieutenant. 
Richard Adams, Lieutenant. James Griffiths Hoare. 

Daniel Gillis, Lieutenant. Charles Frafer, Lieutenant. 
Patrick Quin, Enfign. Thomas Shuldham, Lieutenant. 
Solomon Earl, Captain. William Hinckfman, Lieut. 8th 
John Law, Lieutenant. Reg. 


1 F, A. 


( 783 ) 
F. A. Dodfworth, Capt. 8th Reg. R.C. Dalrymple, Captain. 


Robert Amos, Lieut. 8th Reg. 
James Etherton, Fort Adjutant, 
_ Dyfon Marfhall, Captain. 
James Roach, Lieutenant. 
George Barclay, 2d T.ieutenant. 


F’. Breton, Captain. 

J. Mordaunt, Capt. Lieut. Art. 
Chriftopher Robinfon, Lieut. 
Thomas T. Baffet, Lieutenant. 
Henry Scott, Lieutenant. 


Alexander Mc. Veagh, Lieutenant. "S. Burnthwaite, Licutenant. 


H. U. D. Efterre, Lieutenant. 
George Waugh, Captain. 
William Dick, Licutenant. 


Thomas Harris, Lieut. Colonel. 


Samuel Wood, Lieutenant. 
Robert Bruce, Captain. 

S. Jones, Enfign. 

S. Penny, Surgeon. 
Thomas Marlay, Enfign. 
G. M. Lawtie, Enfign. 

T. Hawkthaw, Captain. 
Robert Bomford, Captain. 
E. Sandford, Captain. ° 
W. Watfon, Major. 


John Maclean, Lieutenant. 


Ar. Ahmuty, Lieutenant Colonel. 


S. Showers, Major. 


Vere Warner Huffey, Capt. Art. 


W. Vanas, Major. : 
Jofeph Romaine, Captain. 
John Ferand, Captain. 


4 G2 


Jofeph Chaning, Lieutenant. 
John Grey, Lieutenant. 
Alexander Macleod, Lieutenant. 
Jofeph Wade, Lieutenant. 
William Bedell, Lieutenant. 
James Tetley, Lieutenant. 
Duncan Macpherfon, Enfign. 
William Linftedt, Lieutenant. 
William Major, Licutenant. 
W. D. Fawcett, Lieutenant. 
George Benfon, Licutenant. 
5S. Brown, Licutenant. 


James Kellie, Licutenant. 


* J. Gage,, Lieutenant. 


J. Becker, Jun. Deputy Pay- 
matter. . 

Nath Lennard, Lieut. F. W. 

Andrew Frafer, Lieut. Art. 

A. Glafs, Lieutenant Artillery. 

A. Robinfon, Licut. 3d Reg. 


Seapoys. 
Newel 
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Newel Domet, Licutenant. 

W’. Bridgman, Lieutenant. 
William S. Greene, Lieutenant. 
Roderick Frafer, Lieutenant. 
John Galborne. 

D. V. Kerin, Lieutenant. 

John Odell Roch. ; 
William Hill, 
William Evans, Lieutenant. 

J. W. Adams, Lieutenant. 
David Birrell, Lieutenant. 

P. Hay, Mayor. 

Lud. Grant, Captain. ‘ 
John Bellaffis, Lieutenant. 
Francis Philips, Enfign. 

William Spottifwoode, Afhiftant 


Surgeon. 


Lieutenant. 


Robert Dawes, Major. 

H. Bennet, Captain. 

Robert Bowie, Lieutenant. 
I. L. A. Mulock, Lieutenant. ‘ 
Hugh Cuming, Lieutenant. 
James Tolfrey, Enfign. 
John Williams, Surgeon. 
William Comyn, Lieutenant. 
Richard Hay, Enfign. 
Thomas Paterfon, Enfign. 
T. Call, Captain. 


A. Kyd, Captain. 

Reuben Burrow, Mathematical 
Teacher to the Corps of Engi- 
neers. | 

William Golding, Lieutenant. 

G. Burrington, Lieutenant Co- 
lonel, commanding the Eu- 
ropean and Native Infantry 
Invalids. 

Thomas Thomfon, Captain In- 
valid Corps. 

John Mouggouh, Lieutenant. 

William Molyneux Marfton, 
Lieutenant. 

Robert Vernon, Enfign. 

L. Wells, Enfign. 

Richard Davidfon, Enfign. 

John Carruthers, Enfign. 

T. Williams, Lieutenant. 

Cozens Framingham, Lieut. 

John Fukins, Lieutenant. 

Peter Combauld, Licutenant. 

George Moffett, Enfign. 

Jofeph Marley, Lieutenant. 

Edward Ellerker, Major. 


Alexander Thompfon, Captain. 


Cornelius Bradford, Captain. 
Robert Anderfon, Captain. 
Thomas 


» 
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Thomas Jaffray, Lieutenant. 
Richard Walker, Lieutenant. 
T. Burke, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Freeman, Lieutenant. 


James Gilpin, Affiftant Surgeon. 


Patrick Green, Lieutenant. 


Anthony Polier, Lieutenant Co~ 


lonel. 
William Cook, Major. 
William Palmer, Major. 
Robert Frith, Captain. 
P. Douglas, Captain. 
T. Polhill, Licutenant. 
James Gould, Lieutenant. 
Robert Beecher, Licutenant. 
J. Smith, Lieutenant. 
Henry Mercer, Lieutenant. 
George Fleming, Lieutenant. 
Henry Houfton, Lieutenant. 
James Frafer, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Durham, Lieutenant. ° 


, r 
James Turnbull, Lieutenant. 


Robert Morris Bagfhaw, “Lieut. 


J. U. Val Dubois, Licutenant. 
Richard Robinet, Lieutenant. 
St. Prelaz, Enfign. 
William Blair, Col. 1ft Brig. 
H. Brifco, Lieut. Col. rt Brig. 


John Forbes, Lieut. Col. 1ft. 
Brigade. 

James Williamfon, Captain rit 
Brigade. 

E. A. Swiney, Lieut. rft Brig. 

Phil. Baldwin, Lieut. 1ft Brig. 

H. J. Saunders, Lieut. 1ft Brig. 

John Ralph, Lieut. rft Brig. 

William Slurfock, Enfign, 1ft 
Brigade. 

A. N. Mathews, Enfign, 1ft 
Brigade. 

oJ. Greme, 1ft Brigade. 

Jamcs Plumer, Lieutenant. 

J. Eales, Licutenant. 

Jofeph Richardfon, Lieutenant. 

Philip D’Auvergne, Lieut. rft 
Brigade. 

John Laird, Serjeant Major. 

R. Blane, Lieut. Col. 1ft Brig. 

T’. Harding, Major, 1ft Brig. 

J. Nicholls, Major, rft Brig. 

S. Knowles, Captain, 1ft Brig, 

George Wilfon, Capt. 1ft Brig. 

George Auftin, Capt. 1ft Brig. 

John Guthrie, Capt. 1ft Brig. 

George Young, Capt. rift Reg. 

A. Mitchell, Enfign, 1ft Brig. 

C. L. 
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C. L. Simpfon, Enfign, 1ft Brig. J. Gafcoyne, Lieutenant, 
ft W. Auftwick, Lieut. 1 Brig. 


William Hopper, Enfign, 


Brigade. ‘ 





J. Noke, Captain. 


B. D. Hancorn, Enfign, 1ft Brig. -William Alfton, Captain. 


J. Mackay, Enfign, 1{t Brigade. 


J. Hind, Enfign, 1ft Brigade. 


John Hunt, Enfign, 1ft Brigade: 
M. Hofferman, Lieut. 1{t Brig. 
1ft Peter Blair, Enfign, rf Reg. 


Robert Steere Allen, Lieut. 
Brigade. | 
Anthony Hamilton, Lieut. 

Brigade. 


R. Gutran, Lieut. 1ft Brigade. 


B. L. Greiwr, Lieut. 1ft Brigade. 
George Eagle, Enfign, 1{t Brig. 


George Jones, Enfign, 


A. Harwell, Enfign, 1ft Brigade. 
George Hyde, Enfign, 1ft Brig. 
1{t Thomas Martin, Lieutenant. 


William Allardice, Enfign, 
Brigade. 

John Carige, Enfign, 1ft Brig. 

N. Waugh, Enfign, 

James Irwin, Enfign, ift Brig. 





1{t Charles Chriftie, 


Alexander Orme, Lieut. 1ft 
Brigade. 

John M/‘Donald, Lieut. 1f 
Brigade. 


Samuel Cox, Captain, 1{t Brig. 

Lieut. 1ift 
Brigade. 

P. Powell, Captain, 1ft Brig. 

William Rennie, Eniiga, 1f{t 
Brigade. 


ift Brig. James Morgan, Colonel. 


John White, Lieutenant Col. 
L. Grant, Captain. 


W.M: Baker, Lieutenant. 


‘J. Haynes, Captain. 


Thomas Amphlett, Enfign. 
George Foulis, Lieutenant. 


D. Coupland, Enfign, 1ft Brig. Walter Williams, Lieutenant, a 7 


D. Weldon, Enfign, 1ft Brig. 
Jofeph Fletcher, Enfign, —— 


W. Cuppage, Lieut. 1f{t Brigade. 
Edwin Lloyd, Lieut. 1ft Brigade. 


John Wallace, Enfign. 
B. W. Healy, cami? 
R. Llewellyn, Lieutenant. 
Jofeph Brandt, Enfign. 
John 
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John Mouggouh, Lieutenant. 
John Llewellyn, Lieutenant. 
James Moore, Enfign. 

Thomas Wyatt, Lieutenant. 
James Wilfon, Affiftant Surgeon. 
Stephen Matthews, Surgeon. 


James Agg, Licutenant Engineer.’ 


J. Cowley, Surgeon. 

Robert Duff, Enfign. 

H. Browne, Enfign. 

James Edwards, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Long, Lieutenant. 

R. Grueber, Captain. 

J. Meredith, Captain. 

Francis Enander, Efifign. 
Benjamin Cuthbert, Lieutenant. 
John Burrow, Lieutenant. 

H. Philips, Captain. 

J. Pugh, Lieutenant. 

George Ball, Lieutenant? 

R. Aitkens, Lieutenant. e 
H. Worfley, Lieutenant. ° 
George Middleton, Enfign: 
Charles Middleton, Lieutenant. 
Leonard Simpfon, Lieutenant. 
William Yule, Lieutenant. — 
Charles Wales Lamborn, Lieut. 
‘James Simpfon, Lieutenant. 


J. Hickland, Lieutenant. 
Jofeph Blenman, Enfign. 
Henry Stewart, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 
Richard Henry, Lieutenant. 
Richard Scott, Captain. 
L. Carlifle, Captain. 
Jonathan Scott, Lieutenant. 
James Pearfon, Captain. 
R.C. Pearfon, Lieutenant. 
T. H. Fofter, Lieutenant. 
R. W. Burrow, Lieutenant. 
P. Kelly, Enfign. 
Mark White, Lieutenant. 
G. Johnfton. Major. 
Ewan Bufhby, Lieutenant. 
Richard Parry, Enfign. 
Pierce Caffady, Adjutant. 


John Jarrett, Lieutenant. 


J. Wedderburn, Major. 

John Luther Richardfon, Lieut. 

Robert Mitchell, Lieutenant. 

Ceecilius Newport, Lieutenant. 

James Jollie, Enfign. 

John Bell, Enfign. 

Charles J. Riftell, Captain. 

J. Landey, Major. 

E. M‘Namara, Lieutenant. 
Benjamin | 
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Benjamin William Warren, Lieut. 

William Frafer, Lieutenant. 

Edmund Cracroft, Lieutenant. 
Henry Prefton, Enfign. 

| John Abercrombie, Lieutenant. 

Charles Child Wilfon, Enfign. 

Charles Ware, Major. 

John Campbell, Captain. 

Robert Campbell, 

Robert Dunkley, Lieutenant. 


Enfign. 


John Home, Lieutenant. 
James Daviefon, Lieutenant. 
Samuel Wroe, Lieutenant. —. 
George Brietzike, Licutenant. 
John Williams, Surgeon. 
Themas Macklarkan, Lieutenant. 
Charles Brietzike, 
Adjutant. 


Licutenant and 


James Morris, Captain. 
William Roberton, Licutenant. 
S. Bird, Lieutenant. 

Collins Campbell, Lieutenant. 
John Hughes, Lieutenant. 
Richard Hodgfon, Lieu enant. 
George Hardyman, Lieutenant. 
P. O'Donnell, 
James Crawford, Major. 


Lieutenant. 


C. Ranken, Captain. 


) 
Richard Macan, Captain. 


Charles Hamilton, Liewenant. 
Robert Watherfton, Lieutenant. 
James S. Ewart, Lieutenant. 
Samuel Palmer, L.aeutenant. 
I. D. Michie, Licutenant. 
John De Courcy, Lieutenant. 
George Gillefpie, Lieutenant. 
John Ranken, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Anderfon, Lieutenant. 
Andrew Cranfton, Lieutenant. 
John Me. Clintock, Lieut. 
William Rankin, Enfign. 
J. Richardfon, Enfign. | 
Thomas Macan, Enfign. 
John Gardiner, Captain. 
James Wilkinfon, Capt. Art. 
George Milne, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 
J. H. Hutchinfon, Lieutenant. 
J. H. Pafchoud, Lieut. F. W. 
John Nelly, Lieutenant, F. W. 
A. Bailey, Lieutenant, F. W. 
T. Phillips, Affiftant — 
Artillery. | 
John Neifh, Lieutenant, Art. 
James Davidfon, Lieutenant. 
Edward Davies, Lieutenant. 
John 


( 


John Owen, Lieutenant. 


George *B. Eyes, Lieut. Colonel. 


John Shipton, Lieutenant, Art 
William Denby, Captain. 

J. J. Winwood, Lieutenant. 
William Pickett, Lieutenant. 


Alexander Caldwell, Lieut. F. W. 


William Ridley, Licutenant. 
James Hodgfon, Lieutenant. 
J. Hamond; Licutenant. 

A. Knox, Lieutenant. 

John Clerkin, Lieutenant. 
Edmund Wells, Lieutenant. 
R. B. Gregory, Lieutgnant. 
J. Salmond, Enfign. 

Thomas Scott, Major. 
Charles Jackfon, Captain. 

H. Imlach, Lieutenant. 

F. C. Wroughton, Lieutenant. 
John Sturmer, Lieutenant. 
James S. Ewart, Lieutenant. , 


Robert Sands, Lieutenant F, W. 


Alexander Hardy, Major. 
Alexander Guthrie, Lieutenant. 
Pat. M‘Cullock, Lieutenant. 
S. Hampton, Colonel. 


J. Edmonfon, Lieutenant Covonel. 


R. Blane, Lieutenant Colonel. 


e 


° 
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Thomas T. Metcalfe, Major. 
John Cockerell, Major. 
Robert M‘Kenzie, Major. 
Robert Kyd, Lieutenant Col. 
John Serymgeour, Captain. 
Auguftus Keppel Dickfon, Capt. 
Samuel Watfon, Captain. 

Ifaac Humphreys, Lieutenant. 
Jonathan Scott, Lieutenant: 
John Bullivant, Lieutenant. 
Hiram Cox, Licutenant. 

R. H. Colebrooke, Lieutenant. 
John Anderfon, Lieutenant. 

J. W. Hopkins, Lieutenant, 
George Prole, Licutenant. 

T. D. Pearce, Colonel. 

Patrick Duff, Licut. Col. 
Thomas Harris, Licut. Col. 
Juftly Hill, Major. 

G. ,Deare, Major, 

Samuel Sears, Captain. 

C. R. Deare, Captain. 

Vere Warner Huficy, Captain. 
D. Woodburn, Captain. 
Chriftopher Green, Captain. 
Robert Gairdners, Captain. 
G. Montagu, Captain, © | 
George Howell, Captain Lieut. 
William 
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W. Carnegie, Captain-Licutenant. Alexander Caldwell, Lieutenant, 


John Fox, Captain-Lieutenant. 
William Dunn, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Greene, Lieutenant. 
Ledward Clarke, Lieutenant. 
William Bruce, Lieutenant. 
J. Grand, Lieutenant. | 
R. Hetzler, Licutenant, F. W. 
I}. Douglas, Lieutenant. 
James Robert Enfhaw, Lieut. 
Andrew White, Lieut. F. W. 
William Shipton, Lieut. F. W.. 
W. Blundell, Lieutenant. « 
Charles Ralph, Lieut. F. W. 
Jofeph Budworth, Lieut. F. W. 
William Thomas Hall, 
F. W. ; 
T. Bendley, Lieutenant, F. W. 
Alexander Carnegy, Surgeon. 


S. F. J. Sampfon, Captain-Lieut. 


J. D. Sherwood, Lieut. F. W. 


William Fead, Lieutenant, F..W. 
A. Macdonald, Lieutenant, F. W. 


H. Strachan, Affiftant Surgeon. 
John J. Brifcoe, Lieut. F. W. 


Henry Willis, Lieutenant, F. W. 


W. Murray, Lieutenant, F. W. 
S. Hack, Surgeon, Artillery. 


Lieut.. 


F.W. . 
James Wilkinfon, Capt. Lieut. 
John Nelly, Lieutenant, F. W. 
A. J. Bailcy, Lieutenant, F. W. 
J. F. Pafchoud, Lieut. F. W. 
T. Philips, Affift. Sur. Art. 
Robert Hamilton, Capt. Lieut. 
J. Mordaunt, Captain- Lieut. 
A. Glafs, Lieutenant. 
Andrew Frafer, Lieutenant. 
Nathaniel Leonard, Lieutenant,. 
F.W. 
A. Balfour, Lieut. F. W. 
A. Watkins, Lieut. F. W. 
Thomas Hill, Lieut. F. W. 
George Johnfon, Lieut. F. W. 
D. Macpherfon, Lieut. F. W. 
John Glafs, Lieutenant. 
B. Tullok, Lieutenant, F. W.. 
C. J. Edwards, Lieut. F. W.. 
George Raban, Lieut. F. W, 
George Fuller, Lieut. F. W. 
John. James Peirce, Lieut. F. W.. 
Wilham Gardiner, Deputy 
. Commiffary of Ordnance. 
William Stokes, Conductor. 
Thomas Griffin, Lieut. F. W. 
John 
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John Maclean, Lieutenant. , Alexander Hind, Lieut. F. W. 
E. W. Butler, Lieutenant, F. W. J.L. Humphereys, Lieutenant, 


W. D. Gardiner, Surgeon. FLW. 

A. Gibb, Affiftant Surgeon. E. Baker, Lieutenant, F. W. 
Thomas Dowell; Lieut. F. W. Robert Brown, Lieut. F. W. 
A. Dun, Lieutenant, F. W. Charles WHutchinfpn, ‘Lieut. 


John Toppin, Lieutenant, F. W. F. W. 
William Rattray, Captain-Lieut. R. Turton, Lieutenant. 


Jofeph Taylor, Lieut. F. W. T. Hardwicke, Lieutenant. 
A. Gale, Lieutenant, F. W. J. Barnady, Captain. 
W. Smith, Lieutenant, F. W. J. Binns, Captain-Lieutenant 
John Hornford, Lieutenant. of Artillery. 
William Mylne, Lieut. F. W. Cornelius Davies, Capt. of Art. 
Henry Grace, Lieutenant. P. Cranch, Lieutenant. 
John Furgufon, Surgeon. James Gordon. 
Alexander Robertfon, Lieutenant, S. Nafh, Lieutenant- 
F. W. | D. Conftable, Licut. F. W. 


John Wittit, Lieutenant, F.W. J. Buchanan, Major. 
James Collier, Lieutenant, af. W. TT. M. Elwood, Lieutenant. 
Gervafe Pennington, Lieutenant. , C. Smyth, Lieutenant. 
Charles Wittit, Lieutenant. - Thomas Majee, Lieutenant. 
Alexander M‘Leod, Lieut. Fk W. George Hutchifon, Lieutenant. 
Alexander Buchan, Licut. F. W. Peter Lambert, Licutenant. 
Alexander Ligertwood, Lieut. Jofeph Afhe, Lieutenant. 
Charles Scott, Captain. John Burnete, Lieutenant. 
John Barton, Capt. Lieut. Art. | George Heard, Lieutenant. 
George Mafon, Licut. F. W. James Denny, Enfign. 
Robert Douglas, Lieut. F. W. John Hamilton, Captain. 

-5 H 2 John 
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John Malcolme, Licutenant. 
Chidley Coote, Surgeon. 


Chriftopher Knudfon, Lieut. Col. 


Wiliam Duncan, Major. 
W’. Clode, Major. 

Samuel Sears, Captain. 

R. Limond, Captain. 

John Withenton, Captain. 
Thomas Welfh, Captain. 
Juilly Hill, Major, Artillery. 
Jabez Mackenzie, Captain.° 
John Howe, Captain. 

John Ferguffon, Surgeon. 
George Bayer, Surgeon. 
William Sandys, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Cuft, Captain. 
W.M. Clary, Major. 

H. V. White, Lieutenant. 
John Reid, Lieutenant. 


William Boyd, Afiiftant Surgeon. 


J. Cunningham, Lieutenant. 

P. Black, Lieutenant. 

Ar. Davies, Lieutenant. 

A. Munro, Lieutenant. 

T. Wallace, Lieutenant. 

P. Scott, Enfign. 

Onflow Pulie, Lieutenant. 

George S. Mounfey, Lieutenant. 
4 
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Henry Nafh, Lieutenant. 
T. Taylor, Lieutenant. 
Charles Whitc, Lieutenant. 
Litt. Burrell, Lieutenant. 
William Paterfan, Lieutenant. 
T. Brougham, Lieutenant. 
James Price, Licutenant. 
Thomas Hurring, Enfign. 
K. ‘i. Gillman, 
M. Macnamara, Erfign. 
George Clamy, Lieutenant. 
W. Maxwell, Lieutenant. 
Alexander Lightwood, Lieut. 
R. Dee, Lieutenant. 
John Staples, Lieutenant. 
Charles Stewart, Lieutenant. 
A. Grant, Lieutenant. 
Henry W. Hicks, Enfign. 
W. Haftings, Lieutenant. 
J. F. Smith, Lieutenant. 
George Fuller, Lieutenant. 
FT hoiias Smith, Lieutenant. 
Benjamin Litton, Lieutenant. 
Matthew Little, Licutenant. 
James Monro, Lieutenant. 
Godfrey Mitchell, Enfign. 
Edmund Feild, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Hawkins, Licutenant. 
P. Little- 
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P. Littlejohn, Enfign. 
Edward Clayton, Lieutenant. 
David Dyce, Enfign. 

D. Thomas Richardfon, Lieut. 


James Willoughby, Lieutenant, 


William Hurft, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Crichton, Lieutenant. 
James M‘Corkill, Lieutenant. 
Matthew Bradley, Lieutenant. 
William Odell, Lieutenant. 
George Welfh, Enfign. 
Samuel Baillie, Lieutenant. 

J. Marfon, Licutenant. 

John Wittit, Lieut. F. W. 


Charles Wittit, Lieutenant, Art. 


Walter Smith, Lieut. F. W. 

Alexander Buchan, Lieut. Art. 

Alexander Macleod, Lieutenant, 
F. W. 

Alexander Robertfon, 
F. W. 

William Mylne, Lieut. F. W. 

Patrick Don, Lieutenant. 

Frederick William Griffiths, 
Lieutenant. 

James Collier, Lieut. W. A. 

Alexandet Young, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 

Crichton Frafer, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 


Lieut. 


Jofeph Taylor, Lieutenant, F.W. John Alexander, Affiftant Sur 


John Hornford, Licutenant, Art. 


geon. 


Gervafe Pennington, Licut. F.W. J. Scott, Lieutenant. 


Chriftopher Gule, Licut. F. W. 


W.G. Palmer, Lieutenant. 


John Toppin, Lieut. "BE. W. of James Caldwell, Lieutenant, 


Artillery. 7 


" Engincers. 
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To WaRREN Hastines, E/9. 


SIR, 


THE inhabitants of this fettlement, on your departure for 
Europe, having, in the ftrongeft terms, expreffed their fenfe both 
of your public adminiftration and private condua@, during the long 
period in which you prefided in India, we feel it no lefs incum- 
bent on us, now, to offer to you our warmedt ‘congratulations on 
your acquittal of all the charges that were preferred againft you in 
England. We cannot but admire, Sir, the patience, fortitude, 
and refignation, with which you have borne a trial unexampled in 
its length, and a fcrutiny into character, motives, and actions, the 
moft ftrict and minute that was ever inftituted. But, upheld by 
confcious innocence, you have given an example of your reliance on 
the juftice of your caufe,“ which, we doubt not, will carry con- 
viction to the world, and to pofterity, equal to the verdia& of the 
illuftrious tribunal before which you have appeared. An acquittal, 
under fuch circumftances, we muft confider as honourable in the 
higheft degree to yourfelf, as well as demonftrative of the impartial 

juftice of our country. It is alfo peculiarly gratifying to us, as it 


confirms, 


( 49s ) 
confirms, and, if it were ppffible, it would ftrengthen, thofe fenti- 
ments»which we never ceafed to entertain of you. 

Permit us to add, Sir, our cordial wifhes that your remaining 
years may be many, and accompanied by a felicity that may com- 
penfate for the lofs of thofe benefits and comforts of which you have 
been fo long deprived. 


We have the honour to be, 
With the greateft efteem and refpect, 
SiR, 
Your moft obedient 


And moft humble Servants, 
Calcutta, 


Sept. 19, 1795. 


Charles Chapman. William Jackfon. 

Robert Campbell. J. Melyill. 

Richard Anfter. James Forbes. 

C. W. Bjunt. William Dunn. 

P. Cochrane. P. Spalding. 

John Gilchrift. Adam Turnbull, by Allacklew. 
R. K. Dick. Charles Barber. 

Alexander Hardy. E, Clarke. 


Johan 


€ 
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John Shaw. W. Farquharfon, 

John Maclachlan. John Fendall, 

Hiram Cox. | Robert Grant. 

G. Tafwell. H. Tinker. 

A. Upjohn. | Charles Wefton. 

Charles Ladd. | John Zacariah Kiernanter. 
John Smith, Affiftant Surgeon. H. Abbott. 

Sim. Ewart. John Furguffon. 

Robert Spottif{wood, Lieut. James M‘Dowell. 

E. L. Conway. George Webb. 

William Mercer. Merrick Gallahen.. 

Charles F. Martyn. ° Samuel Brown. 

Robert Ahmuty. * "Charles Butler, 

William Rattray. T. Willett. 

Jonathan Court. Thomas Motte. } . 
John Elliot. Henry E. Luterlo.. 2 
H. T. Raitt. | J. Harris. - 
William Gaynard. John Laird. rE - 
John Price. James Laird. ? Pe 
James Auguftus Hicky. Thomas Green, Capt. Ee 
Robert Duncan. ae 26th Batt. of Sepoys. z* 
George Gowan. Charles Defborough. ry 
Jofeph faylor. | _ Edward Defborough: ja’ - 
Edmund Molony. - - John Palmer. : 

W. Higgs. — Mark White, Lieutenant. 
John Bond. G. F. Grand, by J: Palmer. 
S. Hampton. | Samuel Watfon. | 


Anthony 


Anthony Greene, 
James Wilfon, 
Richard Rocke. 

L. Baretto. 

Jofiah Baretto.. 
Thomas Mordaunt. 


Padre Marco Italiano. 


C. E. Pote. 
Archibald Seton. 
Charles Baddam. 
John Rawlins. 
Matthew Leflic. 
Charles Fowles. 
Alexander Wright. 
George Cumming. 
Henry Douglas. 
Henry Williams. 
James M‘Nabb. 
James Donnithorne. 
U. Macleod. 

R. Purvis. 

J. T. Grant. 

B. Grindall. 

R. Keys. 

Robert Blake. 

D. Colvin. 

R. K, Dick. 





( 


by’F. H. W. H. Green. 


Barber and Palmer, for and by Authority of the Britifh Inhabitants of Bahar actually 
at Patna. 


sl 
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Henry Nevell, (3 

ss 
Robert*Cutts, 8 = 
Philip Coales, } a 
C. Benezet. 


I. Clark, Major. 


" p, Touchcet. 


W. Saxon. 

Samuel Blackburn. 

James Vibart, by Geo. Gowan. 

John Wade. 

James Pugh, Lieutenant, by 
> P, Maitland. 

C. Parthenio. 

Bruce Bofwell. 

John Herbert Harrington. 

John Crelli. 

Thomas Boileau. 

U. Browne, Lieutenant. 

W. Le Caftro. 

Richard.Grueber. 

R. Blanfhard. 

Samuel Cox. 

John Canning. 

Frederick Vanfittart. 

Edward Tiretta. 

James Taylor. ) 

John 


John Macdonald. 
Samuel Jones. 
James Law. 

Henry Conran. 
Dyfon Martfhall. 
James Miller 
Nathaniel P. Rees. 
D. Burges. 

T. Baring. 

J. Guerrino Manning. 
T. Melwood. 
Nicolas Fontana. 


L. Mathews. 


William Charles Alfton. 


Archibald Campbell. 

_ John Hayes, M. Lieut. 
G. Cruttenden, Lieut. 
John Ranking. 

M. C. Horfley. 
Thomas Thornhill. 
Robert Ireland. 

Henry Mercer. 

George Tyhr. 

Phillip Brady. 

Edward Craig. 

W.M. Baker. 

Henry Balfour. 
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Charles Scott. 

Chriftopher Gale. 

John Hyde. 

Thomas Higgins. 

Thomas Myers. 

William Baylie. 

Thomas Graham. 

Thomas Dafhwood. 

Charles Richard Blunt. 

John Palmer, jun. Ly his At- 

torney, J. Palmer. 

A. Mefilrige. 

B. Turner. 

J. Hungerford. 

Henry Martin d’Efterre. 

George Morris. 

George Mafon. 

J. P. Aubury. 

C. Sealy. 

Jofeph Cooper. 

W. Cumming. 

C. Coote. 

William Townfend Jones. 

Ifaac Humphrys, by A. G. 

William Flemyng. 

J. Magrath, jun. 

Thomas Higgins, Bd. Trade. . 
Daniel 


Daniel Seton. 
Williarh Bruce Smith. 
James Dunbar. 
George Dacofta. 
William Wilkinfon. 
Cornelius Bird. 
John Eliot. 
Francis "Hawkins. 
John Fombelle. 

C. Robertse 
Samuel Davis. 
John White. 

S. Dyer. 

J. Haynes. 

J. P. Maitland. 
Cudbert Thornhill. 
J. Wilton. 

John Thornhill. 
William Sandys. 
M. Louis. 

J. Imhoff. 

J. Alexander. 

J. H. Riefch. 
Robert Parry. 
William Mofcrop. 
John Lloyd. 
William Fauly. 
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John Wuldem. 
George Boyd. 
R. Haldane. © 
David Rofs. 
William Toone. 


_J. W. Hopkins. . 


R. Morris. 
Thomas Raban. 
John Wright. 

S. Macan. 

A. Campbell. 
John Cotton. 
Thomas Harding, 
L. Hook. 

C. Hook. 

C. Hampton. 

A. Macklew. 
William Mears, 
John Toppin, 

G. Pennington. 
Thomas Yeats. 
'W.. Inglis. 

John Fulton. 
Charles Wafmas. 
John Henderfon. 
William Dick. 

J. M. Hutchinfon. 
2 John 


John Glafs. 

James Colvin. 
Michael Atkinfon. 
Robert Stuart. 
Robert Macgregor. 
Jonathan Sco:t. 

P. Lumfdain. 


Paris Bradfhaw, Lieutenant. 


Henry Frail. 
Richard Ecroyd. 
A. Lambert. 


George Roper, Lieut. B. M. 


W. Ledlie. 

Charles Lewis Vogel. 
D. Santos. 

Henry Burden. 

A. Seton. - 

John Tarquhar. 

J. M. Playdell. 
John Peter Wade. 

J. W. Playdell. 


John Gillefpie, Lieutenant. 
Robert Greene, Lieut. by J. G. 


Haftings Dare. 
James Chriftie, do. 


Charles Edward Macklew. 


J. Mahon. 


— 
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R. Hoar. 

Henry Harvey. 

Peter Henry Ormfby. 
Robert Henry Loving. 
C. Morgan. 

G. Deare. 

T. Blanfhard. 

W. Huoffey. 

W. Brooke. 

J. Fleming. 

B. Farlane. 

Henry C. Plowden. 
Samuel Cox. 

Henry Harvey. 
Lewis Grant. 
W.B. Davis. 

J. Brooke. 

R. W. Pattle. 

J. Pattle. 

Richard Beecher. 


‘John Beecher. 


Robert Beecher. 
Charles Beecher. 
G. Mence. 
James Edmifton. 
John Ahmuty. 
Robert Douglas. 
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D. T. Richardfon. 
James, Peché. 

Donald Cuming. 
Tilman Henckell. 
John Harman Becher. 
Francis Fulton. 
Henry Fee Calcraft. 
Peter Speke. 

Richard C. Bazett. 
E. P. Middleton. 

J. Herbert. 

Thomas Philpot. 
Thomas Raworth. 
John Broome. 

J. Williamfon Futon. 
John Dickens. 

James Smith. 

F. P. Kinloeh. 
William Craggs. 


John Carruthers, Lieutenant. 


James Robertfon, Enfign. 
William Hollings. 
Thomas Breton. 

John Byrn. 

J. F. De Luc. 

W. Darell. 

A. Cheymour. 

W. Delby. 


) 
Francis Gladwin. 
Alexander Colvin. 
T. Phillips. 
G. Riley. 
Charles Cockerell. 
R. W. Cox. 
Charles Rothmah. 
Ifaac Humphrys. 
Thomas Alcock. 
John Miller. 
Elliot Voyle. 
J. ¥.Kenloch. — 


R. S. Perreau. 


J. Hall. 

B. H. Kelles. 

W. B. Cox. 

L.. Malony. 

William Mordaunt. . 
J. B. Smith. 

C. D. Ochme. 


‘William Jones. 


Robert Phillips, Captain. 
Edward Pennington, yCaptain. 
Jofiah O’Hallaran, Lieutenant. 
William Feeid, Lieut. Art. 
J. Robinfon, Lieut. Art. 
Edmund Morris. 
Thomas Parr. 

John 


John Corfe. 

John Morrifon. 
James Robertfon. 
Stephen Harris. 
Robert Auchmuty. 
William Dawfon. 
W. Camac. « 


John Glas, Surgeon. 


Jacob Rider. 
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Richard Blechynder. 
Valentine Cock. 

L. Ball. 

George Williamfon. 
E. Cohman. 

D. Templeton. 
Francis Balfour. 


Jaynarain Gofaul. 
Cally Sunker Gofaul. 


Peter Touchet. Robert Horuig. 
J. P. Doncafter. Thomas Pattle. * 
H. Edwards. Stephen Bayard. 


de 


Zo WaRREN HastTinoGs, E/@. 


SIR, 


THE officers of the Bengal army, bearing in their remembrance 
the wifdom, moderation, and juftice, of your adminiftration m India, 
feel a very heartfelt fatisfaction in .zongratulating you on your late 
honourable acquittal, by the peers of Great Britain, from charges 
brought/againft you by the Houfe of Commons, and fupported by 
men of the firft abHities in the nation. 

The energy and feverity with which you have been for fo many 
years profecuted, the magnanimity and fortitude you have fhewn dur- 
ing your trial, and in declining to folicit fupport, even when all the 
“power and abilities of your native country feemed combined againft 

you, 
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you, place you in a point, of view the moft envied, the moft 
honourable ; for your enemies have raifed a monument to your fame, 
on which the juftice of our country hath recorded the integrity of 
your mind, and the propriety and neceflity of your public conduc. 
May the gratitude of the community you have fo long, fo ably, 
and fo faithfully ferved, be as confpicuous as your merits and difin- 
tereftednefs have been publicly evinced |! May your Sovereign, by 
conferring honours upon you, prove the value he has for fuch a fub- 
ject, and by doing fo, increafe the approbation and attachment of a 
free and a generous people. 

With us, and with the natives of this country, your name muft 
ever be revered, and, with Cxiive’s, be handed.down with honour, 
refpect, and admiration, to the lateft pofterity. 

We have the honour to be, 
With the greateft refpect and efteem, Sir, 
Your moft obedient and moft humble Servants, 

Fort William, . 

October 15 1795. 


C. Morgan, Colonel. : H. Stark, Lieutenant F. W. 
Vere Warner Houffey, Lieut. CoM Charles edwards, Lieutenant. 
Artillery. . G. Pennington, Lieutenant. 
Edward Clarke, Major. ~ William Toone, Licutenwnt. 
John Macdonald, Major. Thomas Willett, Lieutenant. 
Charles Scott, Major. J. Afhe, Lieutenant. . 
Edward Ellerker, Lieut. Col., | Robert Spottifwood, Lieutenant. 
A. Gray, Surgeon. John Yardley Bradford, Lieut. 
Richard Grueber, Captain. John Boujanier, Captain. 


FP. Bald- 
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P. Baldwin, Lieutenant. 

C. Stewart, Lieutenant. 

J. N. Smith, Lieutenant. 

Samuel Brown, Enfign. 

N. Cumberlege, Lieutenant. 

Walter Maberly, Lieutenant. 

Richard Cowlifhaw, Lieutenant. 

E. L. Conway, Lieutenant. 

Frederick M‘Culloch, Affiftant 
Surgeon. 

John Jarrett, Lieutenant. 

Mark White, Lieutenant. 

Peirce Cafflady, Lieutenant. 

William Lamb, Enfign. 

Robert Stewart, Lieutenant Col. 

Robert M‘Gregor, Lieutenant. 

Richard Hay, Lieutenant. 

George Fleming, Captain. 

W. A. Thompfon, Lieutenant. 

Charles Shand, Lieutenant. 

H. J. Saunders, Lieutenant. 

J. Pugh, Lieutenant. 

John Witherftone, ‘Captain. 

‘-R.:S. Allen, Lieutenant. 

‘Edward Bird, Lieutenant. 

James Clarke, Lieutenant. 

David Lyons, Lieutenant. 

T. Shuldham, Lieutenant. 


3 


Pad 


H. B. Kean, Affiftant Surgeon. 
P. M‘Dougal, Captain. 
Frederick Marfden, Lieutenant. 
A. Charron, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Danah, Lieutenant. 
Douglas Monteath, Lieutenant. 
T. M. Wiquelin, Lieutenant. 
Robert Nairne, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Nicholls, 
Colonel. 
A. Carnegy, Head Surgeon. 


Lieutenant 


James O’Hallaran, Lieutenant. 
William Lally, Captain. 
Thomas Prefton, Lieut, 
C.H. White, Major. 

D. Falvey, Lieutenant. 

P. Bradfhaw, Lieutenant. 

W. Croxton, Lieutenant. 
John Traheme, Enfign. 


James Rolton, Lieutenant. 


R. S. Richardfon, Lieutenant. 
Robert Rayne, Captain. 

J. Clarkfon, Captain. | 

W. Sibbald, Captain. | 
James Radcliffe, Lieutenant. 


H. J. Boutflower, A/ffiftant 
Surgeon, 
Andrew Frafer, Lieutenant. 
W.S. 
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W.S. Pryor, Lieutenant. ¢ 

Jofeph®Wade, Lieutenant. * 

James Crakall, Lieutenant. 

David Lumfdance, Lieutenant. 

James Gardiner, Affiftant Sur- 
geon, 

Daniel Lyons, Lieutenant. 

Robert” Colts, Deputy Commif- 
fary, Ordnance. 

John Burgh, Affiftant Surgeon. 

John Veekers, Enfign. 

Alexander Hardy, Lieut. Col. 

J. P. Aubery, Lieutenant. 

H. Browne, Lieutengnt. 

J. Whitehead, Enfign. 

J. Long, Lieutenant. 

Francis Rutledge, Lieutenant. 

N. Carnegie, Captain. 

S. Turner, Lieutenant. 

David Robertfon, Lieutenant. 

W. Dunn, Lieutenant. 

W. Richards, Lieutenant F. W. 

George Pratt, Captain. 

R. Mainwaring, Lieutenant. 

Patrick Mc. Dougall, Captain. 

W.H. Perkins, Enfign. : 

Samuel Cow, Captain. 

W. Inglis, Surgeon. 
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H. Robert Patton, Lieutenant, 
J. Bateman, Major. 
J. Breadley, Captain. 
L. Grant, Captain. 
John Malcolm, Lieutenant. 
George Benfon, Lieutenant. 
; Samuel Whitc, Lieutenant. 
David Turnbul, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 
Robert Berrie, Licutenant. 
J. Rolland, Lieutenant. 
S. W. Nangreave, Lieutenant. 
J. Haynes, Captain. 
W. B. Davis, Captain. 
J. Alcock, Lieutenant. 
R Haldane, Lieutenant. 
T. Phillips, Surgeon. 
Phillip Crump, Lieutenant. 
Samuel Jones, Captain. 
William Prefton, Captain. 
L. Grant, Captain. 
W.E. Leadbeater, Li 
E. Allifon, Lieutenant. | 
J. Morfe, Enfign. 
W. Sleffor, Enfign. 
G. Dear, Col. Commandant of 
- Artillery. 
George Ruffell, Major. 


tenant. 
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W. M. Baker, Lieutenant. 
M. Hopkins, Captain. 
Robert Douglas, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Dowell, Lieutenant. 
Henry Mirus, Lieutenant. 

J. D. Sherwood, Lieutenant. 
G. Mawr, Lieutenant. 

A. Legertwood, Captain. 
Chriftopher Gale, Lieutenant. 
John Orr, Surgeon. 

David Birrell, Lieutenant. 
W.D. Caftro, Captain. 
William Rattray, Captain. 
William Keafbury, Lieutenant. 
C.F. Pafehoud, Lieutenant. 
Jonathan Scott, Lieutenant. 
A. Grant,. Lieutenant. 

T. Higgins, Captain. 
Benjamin Litton, Lieutenant. 
M. Little, Lieutenant. | 
Robert Phillips, Captain. — 
W.N. ,Cameron, Lieut. Col. 


Henry Grace, Captain, Artillery. 
Elliot Voyle, Lieutenant, Infantry. 


Samuel Watfon, Captain. 

J. Humphrys, Lieutenant. 
James Denny,. Affiftant Surgeon. 
F.H. Pearfon, Captain. 


G. Cruttenden, Lieutenant. 
T. W. Clayton, Captain. 
W. Sandys, Lieutenant. 
D. C. Richardfon. 
James Davidfon, Captain. 
Goodwin Warner, Enfign. 
George Cliphane, Enfign. 
C. Wyatt, Lieut. Engineer. 
Charles Butler, Enfign. 
L. Simpfon, Captair. 
J. Reade, Lieutenant. 
John Tomkyns, Captain. 
John Barton, Captain. 
Robert Tulloh, Lieutenant. 
Richard Humphrys, Lieut. 
William Winbolt, Licutenant. 
E. Graham, Lieutenant F. W. 
J. J. Bird, Lieutenant. 
D. Sloane, Lieutenant. 
T. Townfend, Lieutenant. 
J. P. Pigott, Lieutenant. 
E. Clarke, Captain. 
William Golding, Lieutenant. 
John Auburey, Enfign. 
Archibald Ferguffon, Captain. 
John ‘Foppin, Lieutenant, Art. 
}. Home, Licutenant.. 
J. Mouggouh,. Lieutenant. 

To 
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Yo WarRREN Hastincs, E/g. late Governor General. 


SIR, 

WE, the officers and ftaff of the military ftation of Danapoor and 
its dependencies, impreffed with heartfelt gratitude for former favours, 
embrace the earlieft opportunity to congratulate you upon the very 
honourable termination of the moft vexatious, tedious, and un- 
merited profecution recorded in the annals of hiftory. 

Long may you live, Sir, an ornament to that nation, which will, 
at length, unblinded by prejudice, be fully convinced of the ample 
{upport and benefit it received from your adminiftration in India; 
and will, no doubt, do juftice to that exertion, ability, and pa- 
triotifm, which, {irmounting every difficulty and obftruction, 
fecured thefe poffeffions unimpaired to the mother country, although 
affaulted by the combined powers of Europe and the Eaft. 

Weare, SIR, , ; 
With the utmoft cfteem and gratitude, 

Danapore, 


Sept. 20, 1795» 


H. Brifco, Colonel. 


Richard Lucas, Lieutenant-Col. 


George Wood, Captain. 


Edward Montagu, Major, Art. 


A. W. Hearfey, Captain. 
John Guthrie, Captain. 
Thomas Welfh, Captain. 
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George Welfh, Licuteaant. 
Richard Humphrys, Captain. 
Stanton Penny, Surgeon. 

G. 5. Browne, Captain. 
Robert Dawes, Major. 

A. M‘Leod, Licutenant, Art. 
Richard Armftrong, Lieut. 
Walter 


‘( 808 ) 


Walter Ogilvy, Surgeon. 

W. Vanas, Major. 

John Gillanders, Captain. 

T. Kearnan, Captain. 

J. Campbell, Lieutenant. 

Alexander Mcrifon, Lieutenant. 

Gregory Hickman, Lieutenant. 

John Darley, Lieutenant. 

P. H Fofter, Lieutenant. 

S. Kelly, Lieutenant. 

William Richards, Enfign. 

George Carpenter, Captain. 

S. Hawkfhaw, Captain. 

John Patch, Affiftant Surgeon. 

Samuel Durham, Affiftant Sur- 
gceon. 

C. Berry, Enfign. 

T. Whittaker, Enfign. 

John Smith, Affiftant Surgeon. 

W. Moore, Affiftant Surgecn. 

George Hardyman, Captain. 

Willig¥n Comyn, Enfign. 

L. B. Morris, Lieutenant. 

A. C. Cluing, Affiftant Surgeon. 

J. J. Alidin, Enfign. 

J. Carige, Lieutenant. 

J. Anderfon, Lieutenant. 

J. Miffing, Lieut. and Adjutant. 


J. Robinfon, Affiftant Surgeon. 
M. Cheefe, Affiftant Surgeon. 


"Thomas Hickman, Lieutenant. 


W. Hawkes, Lieutenant. 
John Teafdale, Captain. 
R. Dunkley, Captain. 
Gab. Martindell, Captain. 
Leflie Ralph Grove, Lieutenant, 
F. W. 

Jobn Shapland, Enfign. 
J. Plumer, Lieutenant. ~ 
J. Hodgfon, Captain. 
J. Collins, Captain. 
D. Coningham, Captain. 
J. Arnold, Lieutenant. 
J. Fletcher, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Jaffray, Captain. 
Robert Armftrong, Lieutenant. 
H. Jaques, Lieutenant. 
R. Eyton, Lieutenant. 
A. Hamilton, Lieutenant. 
S. Denny, Lieutenant. 
George Wilton, Lieutenant. 
Robert Patton, Lieutenant. 
Robert Amos, Lieutenant. 
"Andrew Frafer, Captain. 
Rofs Munro, Head Surgeon. 
R. Carr, Chaplain. 

S. Brad- 
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S. Bradfhaw, Captain. ° 
C. W.°Lamberne, Lieutenant. 
W. Ogle, Captain. 

S. Williamfon, Lieutenant. 
T. Bedell, Lieutenant. 

W. Mabert, Licutenant. 

J. Huet, Licutenant. 

R. Thérnton, ficutenant. 

J. Rattray, Captain. 

R. Donnedl, Lieutenant. 

W. S*ubois, Lieutenant. 

G. ikicuards, 
R. Skirving, Lieutenant. 
J. Grant, Lieutenant. 


Lieutenant. 


James Mick, Affiftant Surgeon. 


Lieutenant D. V. Kerin. 
Lieutenant Imlack. 
Lieutenant Slurrock. 
Lieutenant Fuller. 


S. Sturmer, Lieutenant 

T. Gregory, Lieutenant. 

John Witherfton, Captain. 

Henry John Saunders, Lieut. 

W. A. Thompfon, Lieutenant. 

_ Charles Shand, - ‘Lieutenant. 

“a Pugh, Lieutenant. 

Edward Bird, Lieutenant. 

John Jenkins Bird, Lieutenant. 

FE, Ellerker, Lieutenant-Col. 

Edward Furner, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 

4). Bennet, Captain. 

J. Williams, Captain. 

Patrick Scott, T.ieutenant. 

Charles Mount, Lieut. Eng. 

John M‘Cabe, Deputy Com- 

miffary. = 


Thomas Edwards, Captain. 


~ 7 * ® ° 
To WARREN HastTinGs, Efg. late Governor General in“$ndi.-. 


SIR, 


RELIEVED from a long and painful anxiety refpecting the 
event of your unmerited profecution and trial, the officers and ftaft 


at 
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at this ftation indulge the warmeft fentirents of their hearts in con- 
gratulating you on your honourable acquittal. 

Having been ever fully impreffed with the higheft fenfe of your 
merit, they cannot but rejoice that your character, after the fevereft 
inveftization, has been fo amply and fo honourably juttified. 

All Europe muft now join with them in acknowledging the 
wifdom and juftice of thofe meafures which, by conciliating the 
minds of the native powers, infured fuccefs to thofe exertions you fo 
happily employed to the prefervation of the Britifh empire in the 
Eaft, again{t the united efforts of the moft powerful enemies. 

Accept, Sir, this heart-felt congratulation as a {mall tribute to 
your merit, and a fincere teftimony of the refpectful regard and 


efteem with which they have the honour to fubfcribe themfelves 
Your moft faithful and 


Chunar Ghurr, 


Oct. 1795. 


G. Johnfton, Lieut. Col. 
John Fenwick, Captain. 

R. Bowie, Lieutenant. 

H. Vincent, Captain. 

John Dawfon, Lieutenant. 
John Ainflie, Lieutenant. 
Thomas Penfon, Lieutenant. 
A. Murray, Lieutenant. © 
F. Kyan, Lieutenant. 


John Gilman, Affftant Surgeon. 


Jj. Mackenzie, Captain. 


Devoted humble Servants, 


Thomas Fleming, Lieutenant. 
Robert Morrell, Lieutenant. 


John "Vaumorel, Affiftant Sur- 


geon. 

R. Frafer, Lieutenant. 

George Scott, Lieutenant. 

J. Hamond, Lieutenant. 

George M‘Morine, Lieut. 

J. Kennedy, Affiftant Surgeon. 

John Shaw, Affiftant Surgeon. 

William Nichol], Lieutenant. 
Nicholas 
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Nicholas Stafford, Captain. 
Edwaré S. Broughton, : Liefit. 
R. Broughton, Lieutenant. 

A. Gibb, Affiftant Surgeon. 
William Spottéfwoode, 


Surgeon. 


John Smith, Affiftant Surgeon. 
Thoma’ Hawkins, Lieutenant. 


L. Clayton, Lieutenant. 
George Eagle, Lieutenant. 
N. Sturt, Deputy Pay Matter. 
Andrew Young, Lieutenant. 
John Crow, Lieutenant. 
James Kellie, Lieutenant. 

F. R. Muller, Eicurane 
C.F. Panhaud, Lieutenant: 
James Pritchard, Lieutenant. 


Affittant 
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W. Prefton, Captain. 

J. Moke, Captain. 

William M‘Culloch, Lieut. 
F. Duckworth, Captain. 
D. H. Dalton, Lieutenant. 


Anthony Dickfon , Affiftant Sur- 


geon. 

J. Sinclair, Lieutenant. 

William Sturmer, Lieutenant. 

J. Hamilten, Lieutenant. 

F. Dalfton, Lieutenant. 

R. Hodgfon, Lieutenant. 

Alexander Haig, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 

Robert Cumming, Lieutenant, 

Chriftopher Cleoburey, Lieut, 


To WARREN HASTINGS, Efy. late Govesnor General of Bengal. 


SIR, 


WE, the officers of the divifion of the Bengal army, ftationed at 
Cawnpoor, impeHed by a grateful remembrance of the many obli- 
gations we owe to your late adminiftration, and: our ardent admi- 
- ration of your private character, prefs forward to offer you our 
fincere congratulations on your late moft honourable acquittal. 


During 
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During a trial which, for feverity of ferutiny, and intolerable pro- 


craftination, is without example in the annals of the world, we have 


beheld you, Sir, patient‘and magnanimous, deporting yourfelf ina 


manner becoming the faviour of 


Britith India; our folicitude was 


great, but we had no fear of the-iffue, though we feclingly lament 


the precious years of your life that have been loft to the public, 


which might otherwife have been employed in the fervice of the 


{tate at a period as intercfting and momentous as your trial has been 


afflicting and unprecedented. May the remainder of your life, Sir, 


be long and happy; and we hope, that this grateful tribute, from 
a body who have been witnefles of the brilliant acts of your dignified 


and meritorious adminiftration, 


Haftings to pofterity, as a token of the veneration and efteem in 
which we have ever held your character, and as a proof of the 


sefpect with which we.are, 


will defcend with the name of 


DIR, 


Your moft obedient 


Cawnpoor, 
October 4, 1795. ee Sake 


John Forbes, Col. Commanding. 

Charles Ware, Lieut. Col. 

R. Brice, Lieut. Col. 3d Bat. 

- Artillery, . , GRY 

James Prinvle, Major. 

Samucl . Palmer, Deputy Quarter 
Mafter General. 


And very humble Servants, 


_E. Hay,. Major, 6th Englith 
Brigade. 

Robt M‘Kenzie, ‘Major, 3d 
’ Brig. Sepoys. 

W. Burn, Captain, 6th Eu- 
' ropean Battalron. 
Robert Bruce, Capt. Cavalry. 

| | Bartholemew 
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Bartholomew Lewis, Gremer, 
Lieat. 6th European Battalion. 

A. Ogilvy, Surgeon, Cavalry. 

M. Hiffernan, Lieut. 32d Batt. 
Sepoys. 

Robert Blair, Capt. 6th European 


Battalion. 

J. F. “Smith, Lieut. 6th Native 
Battalion. 

James NeRind, Major Brigade. 

J. Stewart, Lieut. 32d Battalion. 

John Hilliard, Capt. 6th Euro- 
pean Battalion. 

Matthew M‘Namara, Lieut. 6th 
European Battalion. 

Her. Skinner, Capt. 6th Euro- 
pean Battalion. 

B. Manley, Capt. 6th European 


Battalion. 


e 
A. Maxwell, Lieut. 6th European 


Battalion. | pa 
R. Walker, Capt.’ 6th European 
Battalion. 
B. Cuthbert, Lieut. 6th European 
S.C. Jones, Lieut. 32d 
Battalion, . 
Patrick Don, Lieutenant. - | 
T. Holland, Capt. 3d Batt. Art. 
ie do 


Charles Wittit, Capt. 3d Batt. 
Artillery. 

Jamese Robert Exthaw, Lieut. 
3d Battalion, Artillery. 

J. J. Pafchoud, Lieut. Art. 

A. Caldwell, Lieutenant, Art. 

George J ohnfton, Lieut. Art. 

Edward Daule, Lieut. F. W. 
Artillery. 

L. H. Trench, Enfign, 6th 
European Battalion. 

Charles Grey, Lieut. 6th Euro- 

° pcan Battalion. 

George Ball, Captain. 

W. Francklin, Lieutenant, 36th 
Battalion. 

Lawrence Rawftorne, Lieut. 
6th European Battalion. 

John Ludlow, Enfign, 6th Eu- 

_ ropean Battalion. 

William Dick, Lieut. 6th Na- 
tive Battalion. . 

J. P. Keble, Licut. 6th? Native 
Battalion. | 

George Mercer, Lieut. 6th Eu- 
ropean Battalion. 

J. Baillie, Lieutenant. 

J. Gordon, Lieut. 2d Reg. Cav. 

Richard 
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Richard Clarke, Capt. 
Cavalry. 

H. Welth, Enfign, 6th European 
Battalion. 

Robert Stevenfon, Lieutenant, 6th 


2d Reg. 


European Battalion. 

William George Maxwell, Licut. 
6th Native Battalion.. 

James Pearfon, Captain. 

Richard Ralph, Lieutenant. 

M. Inie, Lieutenant. 

FE. Hunter, Affiftant Surgeon. 

James Tetley, Lieutenant. ¢ 

George S. Mounfey, Lieut. 32d 
Battalion, Native Infantry. 

William Yule, Lieut. 36th Batt. 
Native Infantry. 

T. Whadiom, Licut. 36th Batt. 
Native Infantry. 

C. Brietuche, Lieut. Sepoys. 

Lieut. 


William Cuppage, ft 


Battalion, Native Infantry. 

W. Lepnan, Lieut. 6th Battalion, 
Sepoys. 

W. Moifes, Lieutenant. 

J. M. Cameron, Lieut: Colonel, 
Chief Engineer. 

J. Mouat, Lieutenant, Engineer. 


James Dewas, Licut. 32d Batt. 
Native Infantry. 


€ 


_ Charles Stewart, Lieut. 6th Batt. 


European Infantry. 

B. Rofe, Lieut. 36th Batt. 
Native Infantry. 

Hugh Rofe, Lieut. 20th Batt. 
Native Infantry. 

G. W. Pine, Lieut. 32d Batt. 
Native Infantry. | 

T. Yeld, Affiftant Surgeon, 20th 
Battalion. 

C.C. Wilfon, Lieut. 36th Batt. 
Native Infantry. | 

J. Law, Affiftant Surgeon, 6th 
European Battalion. 

P. Douglas, Captain. 

Robert Beecher. 

P. Bluck, Lieutenant. 

J. Sniith, Lieutenant. 


A. Davis, Lieut. 6th European 


Battalion. 
W.-H. Cooper, Lieut. 6th Batt. 


Sepoys. 
Peregrine Powell, Capt. 13th Batt. 
F.. Howard, Lieut. 23th Batt. 
R. C. Jackfon, Lieut. 13th Batt. 
James Collie, ‘Surgeon, Art. 
St. Lee 
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St. Leger H. Gillman, Captain 
Majer, Brigade. 

Thomas Robertfon, Lieut. Eng. 

James Hunter, Captain, 2d Eu- 
ropean Battalion. 

Charles White, Lieut. 36th Batt. 

Hugh Mair, Native Surgeon. 

C. Webber, Licut. 13th Batt. 

O. Gladwin, Lieut. Deputy Judge 
Advocate. General in the Field. 

G. Tofhaach, Affiftant Surgeon. 

J. Delamain, Lieut. 22d Batt. 

John Dyer, Affiftant Surgeon, 
32d Battalion, Sepoys. 

Roderick Frafer, Lieut. 
Battalion, Native Infantry. 

N. Adams, Lieut. 36th Batt. Native 
Infantry. 

T. Evans, Lieut. 20th Batt. Native 
Infantry. 

J. H. Wingrave, Lieut. 6th Batt. 
Native Infantry. 

Thomas Fetherfton, Lieut. 
Battalion, Native Infantry. 


ms 


1ath 


" 32d 


E. Matthews, Lieut. Artillery. 

J. Vanrinen, Licutenant. | 

Edwards Inglis, Affiftant Sur- 
geon, 13th Battalion. 

Alexander Robertfon, Licut. 
F. W. and Commiffary Ord- 
nance. 

Gilbert M‘Leod, Affiftant Sur- 
geon. 

Charles Greig, Lieut. 6th Eu- 
ropean Battalion. 

M. C. Davdrue, Lieut. 1ft Na- 
tive Battalion. 

Rev. W. Lewis, Chaplain of 
the Station of Cawnpoor. 


J. Cunningham, Lieutenant. 

John Rider, Pay Mafter to the 
Station. 

W. Denby, Capt, 36th Batt. 

R. Baillie, Capt. ft Batt. Native 
Infantry. 

H. Worfley, Lieut. 32d Native 
Infantry. 


To 
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Jo WaRREN HastincGs, E/9. 
SIR, - 


é 
THE officers and ftaff of that part of the Bengal army at prefent 
{tationed at Futty Ghur, would deem themfelves deficient in grati- 
tude for the fteady fupport afforded to their claims, and the warm 
regard invariably manifefted for the honour and profperity of the 
army in general during your adminiftration of the Britifh affairs in 
India, fhould they not embrace the earlieft opportunity of prefenting 
to you their fincere congratulations upon the honourable termination 
of the long and rigorous fcrutiny which has been inftituted into your 
meafures and conduct, during a government of thirteen years, and 
under the conftant preffure of multiplied difficulties and dangers. 
While they teftify their inexpreffible fatisfaction at the refult of an 
inquiry which will tranfmit your namecto pofterity with deferved 
and unfading luftre, they cannot but feel a very particular felf-gratu- 
lation on finding their own fentiments of your wifdom, zeal, and 
impgrtant public fervices, confirmed by the almoft unanimous ver- 
dict of the moft refpectable tribunal upon earth, and the general 
voice of the nation. 
May you, Sir, long live in the enjoyment of your well-earned 
fame, and in the perfect poffeffion and further public exertion of 
af thofe 


* 
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thofe eminent talents which have acquired fuch extenfive and perma- 
nent advantages to your country ! 
We have the honour to be, 
With the greateft cfteem and refpect, 


Futty Ghur, SIR, your moft. obedient 
Oltober 1, 1795. And moft humble Servants, 
William Popham, Colonel. C. Green, Major. 


William Hemmings, Lieutenant. A. Knox, Lieutenant. 

A. Watkins, Lieutenant. - Robert Murray, Lieutenant. 
Richard Willoughby, Lieutenant. J. H. Hutchinfon, Lieutenant. 
George Rawkery, Afliftant Sur. John Duff, Lieutenant. 


geon. , John M: Intire, Captain. 
V. Hunter, Affiftant Surgeon. ” Charles Grant, Lieutenant. | 
Samuel Palmer, Iieutenant. Peter Grant, Lieutenant 
William Rennie, Lieutenant. John De Courcy, Lieutenant. 
John M‘Gowan, Lieut. Col. John Richardfon, Lieutenant. 
James Morris, Captain. Richard Frith, Lieugenant. 
Frederick Trench, Lieutcnant. Robert Swinton, Cornet. 


Robert Wilfon, Affiftant Surgeon. William Elliott, Cornet. 
W.D. Gardner, Surgeon. « Edward Hall, Lieutenant. 
William M‘Intofh, Captam. —- R. Gahan, Lieutenant. 
William Anderfon, Affiftant Sure Andrew Dun, Lieutenant. 


geon. 5. Knowles, Captain. 
H. Bateman, Lieutenant. William Campbell, Lieutenant. 
D. Spencdy Freeman, Affiftant Thomas Hardwicke, Captain. 
Surgeon. ; C. Smyth, Lieutenant. 


William Hopptr, Lieut. F. W. W. G. Palmer, Lieutenant. 
2 John 
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John Munro, Lieutenant. 
James Ahmuty, Lieut. F. W. 


James Pennington, Lieutenant. 


F, Maynard, Lieutenant, F. W. 


Robert Brown, Lieutenant. 


George Hutchifon, Lieutenant. 


W. D. Fawcett, Captain. 
H. Hyndman, Lieutenant. 
Richard Adams, Lieutenant. 
J. W. Adams, Lieutenant. 
Anthony Adams, Lieutenant. 
Wilham Palmer, Major. 

J. Dunn, Major. 

R. Grant, Field Pay Mafter. 


Robert Frith, Captain. 

James M‘Pherfon, Lieutenant. 
J. Powell, Captain. 

William Burke, Lieutenant. 
T. G. Williamfon, Lieutenant. 
J. Burnett, Lieutenant. 

James Irwin, Lieutenant. 

G. Dick, Lieutenant. 

T. Salkeld, Lieutenant. 

John Wallace, Lieutenant. 

J. Hickland, Lieutenant. 
George Foulis, Lieutenant. 
Robert Francis, Lieutenant. 
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POSTSCRIPT 


HE following Addrefs was received fince the clofe of the Ap-. 

pendix. It came enclofed in a duplicate letter, dated the 1 sth 
of April, 1796, which mentions the original of that addrefs, together 
with an addrefs from the public minifters of the princes of Hindoftan 
and Deccan having been tranfmitted with it; but neither the 
original letter nor addreffes have yet come to hand. 


Tranflation of gn Addrefs from the principal of the Mahomedan ang 
Hindoo Inhabigants of the City of Calcutta. 


To Warren HasrTincs, E/q- 
SIR, e . 

WE, the principal natives, merchants, and others ot ditferent 
fects and religions, inhabiting the city of Calcutta, having enjoyed, 
in all ranks “aqd defcriptions of perfons, the utmoft content and 
happinefs under the fhadow of your aufpicious adminiftration ; and 

5M you, 
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you, Sir, during the whole period in which you prefided over this 
country on the part of the Honourable the Englifh Eaft India Com- 
pany, having gracioufly and uniformly exerted yourfelf in preferving 
the creditand reputation of all. ranks of peoplé; ih protecting the 
religions of the different fects inhabiting this country, and in 
guarding and preferving to each their re{pective laws and cuftoms ; 
in redreffing the injured, and in relieving the diftreffed ; in exalting 
the refpectability and credit of the nobles of this country, whether 
friends or ftrangers, and in adminiftering to the wants of the inha- 
bitants of all defcriptions in the various cities, towns, and villages, 
throughout this empire; in eftablifhing colleges for the advancement 
of learning, in erecting temples for religious worfhip, and in. pro- 
moting fcience univerfally ; we confidered it a duty incumbent upon 
us to reprefent the real faéts, and accordingly we fome time ago 
tranfmitted to Europe a ftatement of thefe circumftances under our 
{eals and fignatures. 

We have now, Sir, iearnt swith the utmoft joy and fatisfaGtion, 
that the inveftigation entered upon by the Peers of England has been 
brought to a juft arid equitable conclufion, and that the doubts which 
had arifen in the minds of, the gentlemen who compofe the Britifh 
Parliament have been effectually removed. 

Juftice, Sir, is the difcriminator of, right; and, notwithftanding 
the extreme length of this inveftigation, endowed by the Almighty 
with fortitude unfhaken as the rock, and relying with confidence on 
the juflice and rectitude of your caufe, you have fupported yourfelf 
under all its difficulties, aad have added luftre to the virtues of 
patience and refignation. Fa - 

. By 
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By the bleffing of the Almighty, Juftice has ultimately afferted 
her rights; fuch, indeed,* fhould be the uniform conduét of great 
and diftinguifhed charaCters, never in times of difficulty and mif- 
fortune to loofen the reins of fortitude and perfeverance. Troubles, 
Bir, are ever fucceeded by meas, and darknefs is the invariable 
forerunner of light. 

We praife the Supreme Dif pofer of all events ihe has been gra- 
cioufly pleafed to remove from the breafts of your judges all doubt 
whatfoever with refpect to your conduct, and that you ftand fully 
acquitted in the minds of your illuftrious countrymen. We confider 
this, Sir, as the reward of your excellent adminiftration, and as 
the refult of your perfevering fortitude ; afd we look upon the 
impartial decifion of this auguft trbunal, not only as reflecting the 
higheft honour upon yourfelf, but as proclaiming to all climes and 
countries, both far and near, the juftice and equity of the Britifh 
Parliament. 

May the honours, which you have thys received, be propitious to 
yourfelf, Sir, and to all your friends! We offer ourffficereft con- 
gratulation on the event ; and we pray that the Almighty may long, 
preferve you in the full enjoyment of uninterrupted happinefs and. 
profperity | 


Tofuzzool Hoffein Cawn Bahaudre, Vackeel from his Excellency 
the Nabob Vizier. 

sore ae Vackeel from the Maha Rajah Ragojee Bhoofla, 
Rajah of Berar , 

Syed Abdul Nateef Cawn, Vackeel from his Highnefs the. Nabob 
Nizam Ally Cawn Bahaudre. | 

5sMa Mahommed 
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Mahommed Ally Cawn, brother to the Vackeel of the Nabob 
Nizam Ally Cawn. _ 7 

Baulioo Rowkifhen, Vackecl from Subadar Tockoojee Holkay: 

Bugwunt Row, Vackeel from Maha Rajah Sindea. | 

Comal Udeen Hoffein Cawn, Vackeel from his Highrfefs the Nabob 
Nazir ull Moolk, Naazim of the Soobahs of Bengal, Bahar, and 
Oriffa. | ! : 

Naufir Mahommed Cawn, Vackeel from Munney Beecgum, mother 
to the late Nabob Nedjim ul Dowla. 

Row Dhun Sing, Vackeel from the Rajah of Jodepoor. 

Roy Ram Sing, Vackeel from Maha Rajah Purtaub Sing, Rajah of 


Jey poor. 
Surdar Sing, Vackeel from the Rajah of Benares. 


Mahommed Nudjim ul deen Khaun, Cauzy u! Cazaat, or Head 
Cauzy of Bahar, Bengal, and Oriffa. | 

Golaum Mudjed ul deen, Head Preceptor at the Madriffa, or 
Muffulman College. 

Ally Nuchy Cawn. 

Omdut ul Toojar Haujy Kurbalaee Mahommed. 

Hoffan Ally, fon of Haujy K urbalaee Mahommed. 

Serauje ul dein Ally Cawn. - | 

Mabommted Aumeen Oollah, Second Preceptor at the Madriffa, 

Meer Ally Akbur. 

Jagernaat Perfaad and Mool Chund. 

Hurperfaad, Agent to Gopaul Dofs and Birjobulub Dot 

Nundram Byjenaat. f 

Lolla Oqurfein. | 

Sumboo 
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Sumboo Naut, Agent to RSah Butchraje. 
Coochill Chund, Agent to Doirka Dofs. 
Joy Chund, Agent to Cufhmeery Mull. 


Monohur Dofs, Gopaul Dofs. 


Arjunjee Nautjee. 


Purn Chund Churn, A gent to ieniblieiiin, 
Huzoofy Mull, Agent to Juggut’Seet. 


Moloy Jud da Dun. 


Rada Caunt Chuckerbutty. 
Doorga Churn Mokerjee. 
Kifhen Perfaud Tackoor. 


Summul Dofs. 


Gopee Mohun Tackoor. 


Hurry Mohun Tack@or. 
Ramruttun Tackoor. 
Ruffuk Roy. 

Oby Churn Metre. 
Kifhen Churn Metre. — 
Kifhenram Bofe. 
Muddun Gopaul Bofe. 
Gorry Churn Mullick. 
Nemy Churn Mullick. 
Ram Lochun Ghofe. 


Kifhen Churn Chund. 
Perboram we 


Muddoram a“ 
Jofoda Nundun Ry. 





Netanund Sein. 

Roop Chund Seet. 

Kifhen Mo-hun Sircar. 
Bhowanny Churn Surma. 
Rogonaat Tackoor. 
Rofbehurry Day. 
Ramfebol Mullick. 
Gocul Chund Kurfurmur. 
Nemy Churn Boyfack. 
Gopeenaut Seet. 

Muddun Mohun Kurfurmer. 
Ramhurry Dofs Sircar. 


Durga Churn Dutt. 


Juggutram Paul. 
Ramconney Dutt. 


Gopaul Chund. 


Syud Sudder ul Deen. 
Bunarafly Ghofe. 
Rada Churn Day. 
Sibuckram Day. 

| Gowr 


Gowr Hurry Dutt. 
Gonganarain Dofs. 
Radakifhen Dofs. 
Hederam Bonnijee. 
Byjenaut Bonnijee. 
Kifhen Caunt Sein. | 
Buncharam Chuckurbutty. 
Biffno Churn Bofe. | 
Ramnaut Day. 
Praunkifhen Day. 
Benoderam Mullick. 

Lib Chund Roy.. 
Coffinaut Roy. 

Chun Churn Bylack. 
Bifno Churn Oday. 

Nemy Churn Oday. 

Dyal Chund Oday. 

Colly Churn Holdar. 
Mohun Perfaud Tackoor. 
Gocul Metre. _ 
Ramcaunt Bofe. 

Gowry Churn ae 





Nilmoney Dhur. | 
Mucktaram Day. 
Ramconny Bonnet. 


pe 
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Getry Dhur Saw. 
Byjenaut Saw. 
Beer Churn Dutt. 
Lukey Narain Odienny, 
Herra Nund Ghofe.. 
Choitun Seal. 
Ramtonoo Dutt. — . 
Rufuk Lol Dutt. | 
Ramcaunt Dutt. 
Coffinaut Dutt. 
Ramjibun Tackoor. 
Rujub Lochun Tackoor. 
Nyun Kifore Tackoor. 
Ramjoy Tackoor. 
Ramkifhen Dofs. 
Ramdololl Ghofe, 
Ramkifhen Mullick. 
Ramchurn Mullick. 
Colly Perfaud Day. 
Ramcaunt Tackoor. 
Qdy Churn Day. 
Chund Churn Oday, 
Shiek Ramjunny Oftakur. 
Gocul Bonnajee. . 
Shaum Churn T?~«oor. 
‘Ram Lochun Tackoor. 
Rammunng” Tackoor. 
Rambullut 


Rambullub Tackoor, | 
Ramlo] Dutt. _ 
Praun Kifhen Tackoor. 
Hurry Lol Dutt. | 
Ramlochun Tackoor. 
Tillock Churn Tackoor. 
Tillookram Puckraffey. 
Rotbelferry Tackoor. 
Ramjee Mokerjee. 
Radakifhen Soor. 
Hurry Churn Day. 

Joy Monny Sein. 
Boloram Day. 
Rogonaat Day. 


Ramfunder Mudjrffoadar. 


Lo Kenaut Paul. 
Ramfoonder Metre. 
Joogul Munnah. 
Gour Munnah.- 
. Tillock Chund Byfack. 
Govind Churn Byfack. 
Shein Churn Seet. 
Modun Mahun Seet. 
Gowr Churn Byfack. 
Lallimokyn Tachoor. 
ec aiineas 
Jug Mohun Byfack. 
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Bindrabun By fack. 
Netoy Chund Byfack. | 
Oby Churn Tackoor. 
Cunny Loll Byfack. 
Surrup Chund Oday. 
Sreeram See. 
Radacaunt Seet.e 
Rada Churn Seet. 
Culley Perfaud Dutt. 
Govindram Byfack. 
Nurney Sunkur Roy. 
Juggutram Tackoor. 
Bunfidhur Merrey. 


” Gungadhur Odday. 
_. Goorperfaud Seet. 


Suddanund. 
Goorperfaud Dutt. 
Goopee Chund Bugghun. 
Goorchund Day. 
Kifhen Nund Day. 
Gorong Dhur Roy. 
Ramdo Loll Bofe. 
Radacaunt Bofe. ° 
Ramperfaud Chund. 
Lockecaunt Burral. 
Rammohun Paul. 
Jug Mohun Sect. 

_ Setara; 


Setarani Paul. 

' Gungadhur Seet. 
Buffho Churn Seet. 
Byjenaut Seet. 
Seetaram Day. 
Suchmy Burral. 


Bunfee Mohur: Dutt. 
Choitun Churn Sein. 


Gullock Mullick. 
Bullram Geer. 
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Gour Mohun Paul, 
Netanund Paul. 
Odey Churn Saw. 
Jodafuck Odey. 
Durrum Dofs Odey. 
Kival Lochun Day. 
Gourperfaud Dutt. 
Choitun Churn Dutt. 
Gour Mohun Dutt. 
Muddun Roy. 
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ERRATA. 


for Rajar read Mier 

after months read after 

for Begni gad Begum 

for Cornwallis read Cornwallis's 

for Nahobs read Nabob 3 and for appear reag appears 
after vices add which are 

dele of 

nd 18, for Muny read Munny 

after June, a full! flop 

after Lordfhips, a comma 

for receipts read receipt 

after wfe change the comma to a colon 

after 1783 change the full fap to a comma 
after r/cl/f, a full flop 

after down, a full flop 

change the co/on to a comma 

after mnfured, a full flop 

for manager tcad managers 

for having read had 

for was read were 

dele thefe 

for tts read the 

dele comma ~ 

after defert, a comma 

after exiffed dele comma; and for and read in 
after propofed change the comma to @ point of intgrcration 
atter nicely dele comma 

change the point of interrogation to a comma 
change the full flop to a comm® 

dAcle that 


for effiuffions read effufons 


TQemalter jubjett add a _/rmicolon 


IT, 
12, 
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23% 


95 
18, 


13, 
21, 
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7) 
10, 
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5> 
14, 
12, 
35 
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3> 
5> 
TI, 
7> 
25; 
275 
It, 
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after rule, a fenticolon 

after India, a femicolon 

for are read zs 

after nation, a full flop 

for far read fair 

after expence, a full flop 

to the words THE EAST INDIA COMPANY prefix THE CHAIRMAN OF 
after Haffings, a full flop 

dele both the farft commas 
atter Yet dele comma 

for Chunaghur read Chunarghur 


after so add thefe 


atter it, a /ulMop 

after countrymen, a colon 

for continue read contin 

tor Daoca read Dacca ° 

for Budder read @eddce 

for Grvernor rcad Governor 

for Denominrtion tead Denomination 
after mercirs, a fell flop 

after exaggeration, a full flop 

after adminiffration, a comma 

for Muffielmen, Doftors, read Mirfulman Doftors 
for inconteftible read inconteftable 
change the full fop to a comma 
for having read have 

after fervice, a colon 

for aufpicies read au/piags 


sa Juftioe read Jufice, 


